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rights of the States of this Union. So careful 
have 1 been, that in nearly every address which | 
have made, I have specifically, in spirit and in 
language, avowed that we had no right to legis- 
late fur or against slavery in the States. But 
when we were about to legislate, and were de- 
claring our right to legislate for Kansas, I stated 
what I deemed to be the law of slavery—the 
jower of the master over his slave. 
down, in as explicit language as I could com- 
mand, that the slave was deprived of the right of 
defending himself against the master. At that 
point of my remarks the gentleman from Vir- 
vinia [Mr. Letcner] arose and declared on this 
floor, that his slave was protected by the same 
law as he himself. Then I remarked at once 


I laid it | 


that the slaves of Virginia had the right of self- 


defense, and would have a right to protect them- 
selves against the violence of the master just in 
the same degree as the master had to protect 


himself against the violence of the slave; that | 
in such ease the right of self-defense would ex- | 


tend to that of slaying the assailant if necessary | 


to defend himself. I in 
that the gentleman from Virginia was mistaken 


And I immediately added | 


in what he said—that the law of Virginia gives | 


the master this power to defend himself, but 
takes it from the ae. I did say that, if the gen- 
tleman from Virginia were correct, the slaves of 
that State would have the right of self-defense. 
I made that statement explicitly, with that quali- 


fication, if that gentleman were right in what he | 


wrong. I stated that I would give my authority 
for what I said, in my printed speech, and I have 
done so. [Loud cries of ‘* Call the roll!’’] 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 


The House then proceeded to vote the ninety- 
first time for Speaker, with the following result: 
Whole number of votes cast, 221; necessary to a 
choice, 111; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received ....cssecseescsseseees lO 

William A. Richardson........ssseeeeees 7 

Henry M. Fuller.........seee. . seeders ton 

Alexander C. M. Pennington.........csceeececeeees 6 

SOMOS Doe Mob oc nciccenndnccce bocusvcessbecesencd & 

Jobin Williams....0. ceccccccccccccccccccccsccceces I 

Gilchrist Porter. .....scccecccccccecccccccccccoccce I 


So there was no choice. 


coseceses' 4a 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Dam- 
rell, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, 
Edie, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Hor- 
ton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matte- 
son, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 


Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purvi- | 


ance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, 
Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wake- 
man, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, 
Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, 
Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 


Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, | 


Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, 


Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliot, English, Faulkner, | 


Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augus- 


tus Hal!, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, | 
Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy | 


Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 
8. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Peck, Phelps, 
Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tal- 
bott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and 
John V. Wright. 

For Mr. "Fuller — Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, 
Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, 
Evans, Eustis, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Ken- 
nett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey 
Marshall Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, 
Ricaud, Rivers, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, 
Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. gton—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, 
Haven, Moore, and Scott. 

For Mr. Orr—Messrs. Richardson and Williams. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeier. 

For Mr. Porter—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 





WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 9. 1856. 


Mr. DUNN. Iam convinced, Mr. Clerk, that 


| all men must now see that we are inan entangle- 
| ment, out of which we cannot, so far I can see, 


readily extricate ourselves; and being disposed 
to arrive at a solution of the difficulty, witheut 


| regard to means, provided they be only not im- 


proper in themselves, I want to make a proposi- 
tion. What I cannot untie without more labor 
than is reasonable—to make the matter short and | 
results practical—I would cut. Sir, Lam sorry 


| that under the rule which we have adopted, there 


| disposed of. 


| of this trouble? 





“S 


are only ten minutes’ time allowed me for the 
explanation of what, I think, if fully understood 
and appreciated, would end our troubles here and 
bring about an organization. [Cries of ‘*Go 
on!’’] I thought L saw yesterday a proposition 
which, if it had not been laid on the table, would 
have closed this contest. 1 regretted to see it so 
Ido not intend to cast reflections 
upon anybody, to ask the question, who is at 
fault, or to defend any person against imputations 
of fault. But I do ask gentlemen onevery hand, 
is it not time that we should make some effort— 
that somebody should make an effort—to get clear 
I know that my position is not 
just the appropriate one to make thateffort; but, 
as others a not, I will take the responsibility, 
regardless of positions, or what may be thought 
of them neat, 

I shall make no reflection upon gentlemen who 
adhere to their colleague, [Mr. Banxs;] nor upon 


: ! : | those who, from any consideration, past or exist- || 
stated; and I immediately added that he was 


ing, rally around him. But I ask them, have they 
not seen, and do we not all see, that there are 
obstacles here which cannot be passed over, if 
ever, in any reasonable length of time? What, 
then, is the course of wisdom? What, men of 
Massachusetts, is the teaching of your own great 
and glorious history, whenever it has been mani- 
fest that your personal wishes stood in the way 
of the attainment of a great end which we were 


| allstruggling for? Look at the burning page that 


is before you, and read its teachings. Let me 
ask, in kindness, I beg of you, what is written 
in the history of your own eventful and brilliant 
past. Eight years—almost one eighth of the ex- 
istence of our Government—your children have 
sat in the chair of the speakership of this House. 
There was your Sedgwick, your Varnum, your 
Winthrop. And in the other end of the Capitol, 
twelve years of presidency have been yours. Veer 
great Adams and your Gerry have been there. 
The seat of highest honor—the Chief Magistracy 
—the great father and the great son, the elder and 
the younger Adams, have occupied. In the na- 
tional Cabinet, from the first, your voice has 
almost always been heard. In our diplomatic re- 
lations, your name has been registered in nearly 
every court upon earth. You have earned these 
honors, and have worn them well. They were 
yours by the highest title—merit. 

I know that * Judah is a lion’s whelp.”’ 
‘‘ the prey”’ he has “gone up.”’ J know that the 

scepter was rightly given to him. But | ask if 

itis not true that a day was to come when others 

were to share the emblem of power? Has not 

that day come? I ask in all kindness, whether, 

when that day has come, an uncompromising 

resistance should be made to its rights? The 

children of the ‘“‘land of corn and wine,”’ the 

‘land of bread and vineyards”’ are here. Their 

garments have been ‘* washed in wine,”’ and their 

** clothes in the blood of grapes.’’ And was it not 

prescribed that your right to the scepter should 

then cease? Ought you now to object that ‘‘a 

law-giver’’ should depart from between your 

feet? Ought you to struggle forever? Sir, it is 

not yet seventy years since our prophet fathers, 

from the tops of these high mountains here in the 

East, looked out upon our Canaan, then a vast, 

dark wilderness, filled with barbarous men and 

rowling beasts of prey. They gave us their 

blessing—the blessing of liberty forever—and | 
told us to go and possess that wilderness. That 

was our portion. 
for no more; for they gave usa free earth—a free 
and honest labor forever. Dimly they saw the | 


From 
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great future; but they felt that their vision would 
be a reality. nd it is. 

That wilderness has passed away; those sav- 
age wilds, and savage men, and savage beasts 
are gone; and in their stead there stands proudly 
up, this day, an empire, with all the elements of 
greatness, grandeur, end of glory. Her people 
have been numbered, and they are six millions— 
twice the strength of those who achieved the in- 
dependence of this nation. We understand the 
cause of all this. Why, then, stand we here in 
idle contests about particular men? Another 
land of promise is opened before us. Shall that, 
with its future millions, be blessed as we have 
been blessed? That is the question—not whether 
Judah shall still hold the scepter, which, in the 
fullness of time, is rightfully another's. I put it 
to you, men of Massachusetts, if the lesson of 
the past does not say, concede a little? To whom 
is the concession asked to be made? Do we 
| wish that the scepter shall pass entirely from 
Abraham, and go to a stranger? On the eon- 
trary, do we not only wish that it shall pass from 
| one of his descendants to another? 

Ohio has long been here. 

vied aseatthere. None of these high places have 
ae hers. She stands here upon this floor, 
young as she is, only third in point of numbers. 
| She is second to none—the equal of the proud- 
est in ability, in patriotism, and in devotion to 
| the greatcommon cause. Her claims were mod- 
estly and respectfully submitted here at the begin- 
| ning of the session, not exactingly, not perti- 
| naciously; meeting a steady repulse, these claims, 
for the sake of harmony, were generously, mag- 
| nanimously withdrawn. That harmony was not 
' secured, but only increased discord. [ will not 
| impute this to personalambition. Let everything 
pass away from our minds which can wound or 
irritate; say, if you please, it was the result of mis- 
| understanding anything which will turn away 
| unkindness, and bring us together in a strong and 
abiding union in feeling, purpose, action. Let 
our strife cease, for it all comes to nothing; blot 
out and forget what has passed, and let us begin 
afresh. That step taken, our efforts will at once 
be crowned with success. Is this unreasonable? 
It is the lesson taught by Massachusetts herself? 
Your own John Adams passed over your war- 
riors, born to lasting renown amid the smoke and 
flame and carnage of the first great battles of free- 
| dom, and sought in another colony the man who 
| was to command the armies of the Republic, and 
who, as has justly and appropriately been said 
| here a few days ago, was destined in that struggle 
to crown himself and his country with an ever- 
lasting fame. ‘That was an example worthy of 
| him who gave it, and all honor from all men. 
| Now, sir, | proposed on yesterday an amend- 
ment to a resolution that was offered here by the 
gentlenfan from Alabama, [Mr. Watker,] to 
strike out the name which had been inserted for 
the presiding officer of this House, and insert that 
of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Lerrer.} The 
| gentleman from Ohio protested against the use 
of his name in that connection, and, against my 
own judgment as to what was best, upon his 
request | withdrew his name, and substituted 
another in its place. Now | intend again to renew 
the proposition which I then made. I intend to 
| present the name of that gentleman for the use 
| of the House. And let me remind him that Cin- 
| cinnatus, though in quiet, humble retirement, en- 
gaged at his plow, came, when called, to occupy 
the highest place in Rome, to relieve her from 
| peril. Washington did not seek the toils, the 
| cares, and the responsibilities of the public ser- 
vice. He stood abashed and trembling when that 
| proposition of the distinguished scn of Massa- 
| chusetts fell upon his unwilling ear; but he stood 
not back when his countrymen required his as- 
sistance in their greatest need. 

[Here the hammer fell, the time to which the 
honorable gentleman was entitled under the rule 


She has never oceu- 








We needed no more—we ask || having expired.] 


agg of **Go on! go on!’’) 


r. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope the hon- 
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to continue his remarks. 
on!”’ * No objection!” 
Mr. DUNN. 
indulgence—— 
Mr. McMULLIN. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If there is ob- | 
poets I move that the gentleman from Indiana | 
J 


e heard. i] 


Mr. MeMULLIN. I objected not from any 
indiapenition to hear the gentleman from Indiana, 
but because I prefer that the ten-minute rule | 


should be reseinded. \| 
|| amendments from all quarters. 
| proposed name; and when we have cast about, I 
| doubt not that by these means we may and will 


Several Mempers. Oh, no! Let himgo on. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Well, sir, as gentlemen 
seem to request it, | will withdraw my objection, 
and allow ne gentleman from Indiana to proceed. 

Mr. JONES. I suggest, then, that, by unan- | 
imous consent, the gentleman from Indiana be 
allowed to continue his remarks for ten minutes 
longer. 


Mr. DUNN. I beg leave again to thank the 


I object. | 
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; | . . . 
orable gentleman from Indiana will be permitted | been said here in regerd to appliances used or 
[Renewed cries of ‘Go || 
} | the country—no matter whether they are true or 
I thank the House for its kind | 
|| should change his vote to Mr. Banks, under ex- 
isting circumstances, he would be blasted in | 


offered; things have been said in the journals of 
false—in view of which the moment any man 
reputation before the public. There is no escape 


from it. We are bound to be useful; to do that, 
we must preserve the powers of usefulness, and 


not permit ourselves to be the subject of unjust 


crimination, where we never could explain. Gen- 
tlemen ought to consider this. I wish to relieve 
gentlemen from embarrassment. 
Let us try each 


end this strife and this controversy. We have 
abundant precedent for this mode of electing the 
officers of this House. It has been often done. 
And I say to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Leirer] that, if at last it shall be found that he 











| sir, will that great 


Let them make || 





January 4, 
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| have made for this nation an increase of dom 
| of which any er might well be proud. 
j est, going out from the 
under circumstances like these, now come 
to meet those of us who come up from the 
_and bring in these local questions to separate ys} 
| Especially, sir, we ask them if they will do that 
when, as the gentleman himself has said, « th, 
| place has seemed to seek the man,”’ and not the man 


ain 
But, 
East 
here 


East 


| the place? 

Allow me, sir, as ingle word as to personal 

ean ow It is not Massachusetts that comes 
i 


ere and asks the election of the honorable gen. 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Banxs} as 
Speaker. She, as a State, does not press it, aj. 
though she may well be proud of the honorable 
gentleman for whom we are all proud to cast our 
votes. She does not press it. he great spirit of 
freedom aroused throughout the length and breadth 





|| of the free States of this Union, has laid her 
|| hand upon that honorable gentleman, and is ask- 
is the man of our choice, he ought to surrender | 


ing that he may go up to occupy that chair; and, 


House for this kindness. I shall not trespass 
upon its indulgence unreasonably. I was going 
on to say, that | hoped there was no man any- 
where to be found in this country, that would dis- 
regard the force of two such illustrious examples 
as those | have named. The proudest are not 
abased in following them; the humblest elevates 
himself when he walks in the footsteps of such 


himself to the necessity of the occasion. He 
ought, then, to withdraw the words of repugnance 
which he uttered yesterday. He cannot decline 
the station if we tender it to him. I know he 
distrusts his own abilities and shrinks from this 
responsibility. He contemplates the whole sub- 
ject with unmixed dismay. Let him arm himself 
with his accustomed fortitude. Let him face 


so far as the West is concerned, so far as the pio- 
_ heer spirit that dwells in the West is concerned— 
| that spirit of energy which. has led these men out 

into that land, where in all this Union can that 
| spirit of inherent energy find a more fit repre- 
sentative than in the honorable gentleman from 
Massachusetts for whom we vote? Sir,if I may 
be pardoned the expression, he is a man whose 


men. None have the right to say nay, when 
called by the wants of the public service to duty. 
Now, sir, I have mentioned the name of the 


this 


—___——__—_—_—— ‘‘ sea of troubles, 
And, by opposing, end them !”? 


| native energy has broken through all the barriers 
that surrounded him, and he has raised himself to 
a position in the estimation of the freemen of 


gentleman from Ohio, with the reliable informa- 
tion which | have received of his entire fitness 
for the place fer which I have designated him. 
He has expericnee in such duties, and is a man 
of general ability. Gentlemen, he is true to your 
interest. He is true to the great lesson of that 
land which was dedicated to freedom and to free 
labor, forever. He has known no other lesson 
but that taught by our great and wonderful his- 
tory. He could not be otherwise than true to 

ou. Does any man doubt it? If there is one, 
ar him speak. He is honest; he is capable; he 
is faithful to the Constitution. These are the 
conceded requisites for place. He will not betray 

ou; he will not prove faithless to the cause of 
his country. Why, then, should we hold back 
fora moment? There, | doubt not, we can con- 
centrate our strength, and organize if we will 
but try. 

Gentlemen say that they are embarrassed by 
their old party positions, from the fact that they 
have been Democrats. My answer is, that such | 
are the antecedents of the man that I propose. 
He has no other; there he is with you. Now, | 
what is your objection? Let me ‘* know your | 
faith by your works ”’ on this proposition. But 


Let him be encouraged by tne certain knowledge 
that, in all the trials which may await him, he will 
be surrounded by brave hearts that will comfort, 
and strong arms that will sustain him. I insist 
that he should yield himself to us as a means of 
| deliverance, and I beg gentlemen on all sides to let 
| his submission be a peace offering, and a bond of 
harmony and concord amongst us. 

Our reconciliation effected, and our differences 
on this subject settled, we may go on harmo- 
niously to the accomplishment of the great work 
which is so earnestly desired by all who have 
been struggling on one side of this House. I 

_ offer, for the purpose of accomplishing these ends, 
the resolution which I wend to the Clerk’s desk. 
I hope that it may not be laid en the table. We 
should at least make an experiment on the sub- 

| ject. Lam perfectly willing to hear and consider 
| any amendment which gentlemen may wish to 
offer. 

In conclusion, let me say that I have carefully 
tried to avoid anything that might give offense. 
If one word has escaped me that has in the least 
wounded any man’s feelings, he may be assured | 
it was not intentional. References to painful 
subjects here have necessarily been a. but 


| this nation, of which any man on earth might 
well be proud. 

The gentleman from Indiana has said, ‘ Let us 
| be reconciled.’? I hope, Mr. Clerk, that we 
| anti-Nebraska men have not yet got so far from 
| each other that the use of that term is appropri- 
_ate. We came here—I speak now of anti Ne- 
| braska men—entertaining differences of opinion 
upon some other questions. We have been in 
session balloting for five long weeks, it is true; 
but what are five weeks? What is a war or 
strife, if you choose to call it so, of five weeks’ 
duration when weighed in the scale with human 
liberty? Mr. Clerk, I am free to declare, as one 
member of this House, that I am willing calmly 
to remain here for five weeks, or even for five 
months longer, contending for the great princi- 
ples which underlie this struggle—not from any 
personal preference for any man, or for a man 
'from any particular State, but contending for 
|| those great principles which, in our estimation, 
'lie deep down at the foundation of all that is 
valuable in this Government—the principles of 
human freedom as opposed to oppression and 
slavery. 

The honorable gentleman from South Caro- 


* 


; 
a 
. 
| 
7 
i 
H 


the gentleman himself objects. 1 have noticed | 
already what ought to be a_ sufficient answer to 
his objections; and because he does object | like 
him none the less: in my judgment, we should 
all like him the more. These high places should 
not be sought by men, but should seek the man; 
and if we shall establish and steadily adhere to 
that rule of conduct, the generations of athousand 
years will rejoice in the blessings which te ours 
to-day—not diminished, but still increased and 
advanced with the march of time. Our insti- | 
tutions and our blessings then will not fail, but | 
they will stand—will endure forever. These | 
places ought not to be regarded as the object of 
individual, of eager, of grasping, of bold-faced 
ambition; and in the day we surrender them | 


| us as being in an entanglement. 


that has been done with as much delicacy as was 
possible in order to be understood. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That Bensamin F. Lerrer, a Representative 
from the State of Ohio, be, and he hereby is, declared to be 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives of this, the 
Thirty-Fourth Congress. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. 
man from Indiana [Mr. Dunn] has represented 


tent that may be true, those of us who are acting 
with alarge majority of the anti- Nebraska strength 
of this House feel that that honorable gentleman, 
and a very few other equally honorable gentle- 
men who were elected like him on similar issues, 


have it in their power to help us out of this en- | 


lina, [Mr. Boyce,} who has spoken this morn- 
ing, has taken occasion to say that ‘there are 





Mr. Clerk, the gentle- || 


To whatever ex- | 


circumstances at work that must produce a dis- 
ruption of this Government.’’ I beg to say to 
that honorable gentleman, and to those genile- 
/men who cooperate with him, that it is just as‘ 
| they please about that. I wish to be distinctly 
understood. We are not alarmed at these declar- 
/ations. If gentlemen are pleased to declare that 
there are circumstances at work that must neces- 
sarily produce a disruption of this Union, I say 
to them, as a Representative from a free State, it 
is just as you please about that, gentlemen! 
The CLERK. The Clerk must remind the 
entleman that his time has more than oper 
Cries of ‘Go on!’’ from all parts of the Hall.] 


to sueh pursuits, it would be better at once to || tanglement. We do not wish to be severe. We 
apply the torch and consume all; for it is only || do not, and we will not, indulge in harsh words, 
& vain struggle to preserve that which is passing || or in any unkind feelings towards those gentle- 
away, and will result only in individual suffering | men. The great mass of the anti-Nebraska 
to all who come to the rescue. | strength on this floor has come up here from 

I shall present, sir, the name of the gentleman || different parts of the country to represent and to 
from Ohio (Mr. Lerrer] as the means of accom- act on a great as aaa do feel, sir, and 
modation. I shall notcall for the previous ques- |) comprehend the propriety of a few gentlemen | 


Mr. KNOWLTON. Mr. Clerk, I thank the 
gentlemen of this House for their courtesy, ¢s- 
vecially as Lam a young man and anew man 
here. I was about to say, sir, that we of the 
free States have no idea of producing a disrup- 
‘tion of the Union. We want to preserve this 
Union, and, God helping us, we will preserve 1t 
for all coming time, to spread the blessings of 








tion. Other gentlemen may desire to submit 
amendments. Let that be done. Let us have | 
the amendments. Let us cast about; let us tr 
if there is not one man in this House who will 
be acceptable to all. Amend, if you choose, with | 
the name of Mr. Banxs—see if 
2 majority. I shall not say one word in dispar- 
agement of that gentleman. I point you to an 
existing fact. You know that there are some 
embarrassments which it is suantly pea to 


expect gentlemen can overcome. ings have 


e can command | 
| 





presenting to us, who are united ona man whom 
even our enemies admit to be preéminently fitted 
for the position, a proposition that we shall leave 
that man and vote for another. 

The honorable gentleman from Indiana has 
spoken eloquently of the great West. Sir, the 
far East appreciate the great and giant West. 
The cords which bind us together are indisso- 
luble. Our sons and our daughters have gone 
there; they have taken with them our capital; 
they have made for themselves homes; and they 


liberty throughout all our vast domain, and to stand 
a spectacle before the whole world of what liberty 
and freedom can do for a nation. That is what 
we intend to do, but if gentlemen will go out ——- 
Ah, Mr. Clerk, I do not like to use such language. 
I never like to speak of disunion. We do not 
talk of it at the North. [A Voice. You are 
talking of it now.} A gentleman over the way 
says I am speaking of it now. Sir, when these 





words are put into our mouths and crowded upon 
us here, how can we help referring to it? e 
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mourn over it. We are willing to take the ground ] able gentleman from Massachusetts. 


that our fathers took, and to do what the great || 
men of the North, to whom the honorable gentle- || 
man from South Carolina has referred,were will- | 
ing todo. Lask the honorable gentleman what 
the great men of the South were willing to do? 
What did your own immortal Jefferson, a part 
of whose reputation we claim, although he was a 
southern man,—and we claim him as the father 
of true and pure Democracy—what was he will- 
ing to do? To draw a prohibition against the 
introduction of slavery into territory that was 
free, and that is what we who claim to be the 
true, real Democracy of the present day ask, and 
nothing more. But we cannot follow the lead of 
the sham Democracy of this day, who have back- 
slidden from Jefferson, and whose once proud 
banner is now trailing in the dust of slavery. 

When gentlemen talk about conciliation, com- 
sromise, and harmony, we say to them distinctly, 
if they expect harmony and conciliation when 
they are asking everything for slavery, when the 
whole policy of their Administration, within its 
present short term, has been changed upon this 
question, we say to them distinctly, you cannot ex- 
ect harmony upon that ground. We were will- 
ing—I say we, the great mass of the free States— 
were settling down into a willingness, reluctantly, 
to be sure, to have harmony upon the compro- 
mise of 1850. But this Administration comes in 
and breaks ground anew. After having put upon 
its banner, ** no further agitation of slavery,’’ not 
a single Administration is permitted to close be- 
fore they foree upon the country the greatest 
agitation which has ever been known in this land. 
And now, before that agitation, which they them- 
selves commenced, has had time to be quieted and 
settled, as it will be settled, by the freemen of this 
country, they rise here and talk of harmony, 
compromise, and concession. We say to them 
in all sincerity, we wish for principles first—those 
great principles of human freedom for which our 
fathers contended. Does the honorable gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. Boyce] believe 
that the great Father of his Country, who stands 
there upon the canvas, [pointing to a portrait of 
Washington,] fought and lead on this nation to 
victory, for the purpose of spreading abroad the 
institution of slavery? He would not so slander 
the character of that great man. He had the | 
cause of freedom in his great patriotic heart, and 
it was that which lead him on, and caused him to 
lead on our armies to victory. 

With these remarks, and again thanking the 
House for their kindness and attention, I have | 
only to say, as one member of this House, not | 
as an eastern man, or a northern man, but one || 
who has come here representing a great princi- 
ple—the anti-Nebraska and anti-slavery-exten- 
sion principle—we ought to continue to vote for 
the honorable gentleman for whom we have voted, 
because we can unite more votes upon him than 
we can upon any other man, and because he is 
preéminently qualified to fill that honorable sta- 
uon. * 

Mr. HOWARD. I desire to present to the 
House my views in regard to the entanglement 
referred to by the honorable gentleman from In- 
diana, [Mr. Dexw:] and first, | wish to call his 
attention and the attention of the House to one 
single fact. The gentleman alluded to the North- 
west Territory, or rather to the States formed out 
of that territory; and as I have the honor to repre- 
sent a small portion of that territory, I beg to be 
heard. The State of Ohio, whose honored son 
(Mr. Lerrer] the gentleman himself proposes to 
place in the chair, was the first-born State from 
that great Territory. But does Ohio come here 
asking that gentleman’s elevation to the speaker- 
ship of this House? Have not nineteen out of 
twenty-one of her Representatives been steadily 
casting their votes for the honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts? Then, by what authority 
does the gentleman from Indiana claim this 
honor for the State of Ohio? How does the mat- 
ter stand with reference to the gentleman’s own 
State, Indiana, formed out of a part of that same 
territory? Are not all the anti-Nebraska Repre- | 
Sentatives from his State voting steadily for the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, with the excep- 
Uon of two? How is it with Wisconsin, another 
of those States? Is not every one of her anti- 
Nebraska members acting with the inflexible | 

one hundred and five,’’ in favor of the honor- | 


| other, and they disagree with us. 

















How is it 
as regards the State of Illinois, another of the 
States formed out of thatterritory? Is notevery 
one of her anti-Nebraska Representatives stand- 
ing with us, shoulder to shoulder, and voting for 
the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts? 
How is it with the State which, in part, I have 
the honor to represent?) Why, sir, we have but 


| three anti-Nebraska Representatives, end sixty- 


nine times have we voted in solid column for the 
gentleman from Massachusetis. What, then, I 
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ask, is the voice of the anti-Nebraska sentiment | 


of the whole Northwest? 

Mr. DUNN, (interrupting.) I would say to 
the gentleman that I studiously avoided reference 
to anything in the slightest degree criminating, 
and the gentleman’s very questions are a reflection 
upon the conduct of some here who are not an- 
swerable to the gentleman, or to this House, for 
their course upon this subject. 

Mr. HOWARD. Notatall. 

Mr. DUNN. Such adeclaration does not avoid 
the force of what the gentleman has already said, 
I beg leave to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HOWARD. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNN. And I hope he will answer it. 
Does he not know that the unanimity to which 
he has alluded was brought about by a stress of 
circumstances to which some of the gentlemen 
to whom he refers did not very patiently yield, 
and by influences which they condemned; and I 
ask, further, if he knows where the origin of those 
difficulties commenced? 

Mr. HOWARD. Upon that subject I know 
nothing beyond this general fact: There are, no 


| doubt, gentlemen voting for the honorable gentle- 


man from Massachusetts who would not recog- 
nize that gentleman as their own first individval 
choice. It was so with myself. But I deny, so 
far as [ know, that any unfair or unreasonable 
pressure has been brought to bear upon any of 
us, ae the pressure we all feel—a desire to 
see the House organized. Ifthe gentleman knows 
of any other pressure, it is proper for him to state 
it. 

Mr. DUNN, (in his seat.) 1 do not think it 


proper for me to do so now; but if crimination | 


is to begin, answers may become as unpalatable 
as imputations, 


Mr. HOWARD. Now, sir, having said thus 


much about the Northwest Territory, | say fur- | 


ther, that I certainly acknowledge the rieht of 
even a single member from the Northwest Ter- 


ritory to act freely, unembarrassed, and without | 


creating any bitterness of feelings wpon the part 


of any other Representative from that quarter. || 
They act in view of their responsibility to their | 


own constituents. 
case, and neither explanation, nor anything else, 
can alter the facts. 
voice of the Northwest? 

Let me, for a moment, refer to the record as it 


Again, I ask what is the | 


But I speak of the facts of the | 


has been made up during the five wecks we have | 


|| been trying to organize this House, and see where | 


the responsibility of this failure of organization | 


rests. What do we find? 


We find the honor- 


|| able gentlemen who are opposed to us are divided 
| into two parties, of neither of which will | speak 


with the least disrespect. ‘They are divided into 


| two parties, and yet they protest that they are 
| united, and agree exactly with each other in ref- 


erence to the *‘ nationality’ of their views upon 
the slavery question. They agree with each 
They agree 
in making this the all-important and predominant 
issue, the vital principle on which the peace, the 


prosperity, and—some of them even say—the | 


salvation of the country depends. 
men, if you agree upon the vital principle, why 
do you not unite? 

And there is another thing, sir. This record 
shows forty-one votes for the honorable gentle- 


Well, gentle- | 


man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Fourier.) It | 
shows seventy-six votes for the honorable gen- | 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricnarpson;] and | 


both these votes together, according to my arith- 
metic, make one hundred and seventeen. I be- 
lieve that the highest vote which has been given 


fore, these two votes united make a majority of 


_ the whole. Why, then, do you not, being ina 


majority, as appears by the record, unite and 
organize this House in spite of us, ‘* factionists 
and sectionalists’’ as you call us? Are your 


| here is two hundred and twenty-six; and, there- | 
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arty strifes and family quarrels predominant? 
put the question with all possible respect, and 
I wish to be so understood. 

put aren that we yield the point and say it 
is doubtful which side has got the majority on 
the principle, or whether there is a majority on 
either side, if thoroughly united. Suppose we 
concede the point that some of those as have 
voted for the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Futter} have done so, not from political, but 
from personal considerations! Well, so it may 
be with the gentleman from Illinois, — Ricu- 
anpson.] And, therefore, the united vote does 
not show fairly the strength of the principle, and 
that alone. Suppose it to be doubtful on which 
side of this great gulf the majority lies! And 
there is something laughable about this gulf. 
Members stand up here and announce that they 
agree with each other upon this vital issue—that 
they want to make the gulf between them and 
us as broad and as deep as possible; and we say 
not a word. We stand upon our bank of the 
gulf, and you on yours. Very well! Who has 
got the majority? The record shows that you 
have. But if this be erroneous, and if it be true 
that, on the contrary, we have the majority, and 
that we can organize provided all the men on our 
side agree to vote for the honorable eentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banks,] still we find 
it difficult to unite We concede that we cannot 
marshal our forees so as to bring every man 
into the ranks. Neither can you, So, on which 
ever side of the gulf the majority is, it is impos- 
sible to unite that majority. 

But what next? Four times we tendered and 
voted for the plurality rule, which would have 
ended the strife. Those boasting of their “ na- 
tionality’’ united to defeat it. In almost every 
instance they unite to prevent an organization, 
but refuse to unite to organize even on their own 
basis. Placing myself on this record, | appeal 
to the country, and, if need be, will continue 
voting until the 4th of Mareh, 1857 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ORR obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOWARD. I hope I will be allowed to 
finish what I was about to say. 

Several Members objected, 

Mr. ORR. I have no objection to allow the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Hewarp] to con- 
clude his remarks, provided it is not taken out 
of my time. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
thing, Mr. Clerk. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, (interrupting.) Imove 
that the resolution limiting the debate to ten 
minutes be rescinded. ; 

Several MemBers. 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. SMITH. 1 move to amend, by extending 
the ten-minute rule to thirty minutes. 

The CLERK. Does the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee (Mr. Zorricorrer] persist in his motion? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH. Dolunderstand th 
the gentleman from Tennessee to be 
the ten-minute rule altogether? 

The CLERK. That is the motion. 

Mr. SMITH. I propose to amend the prop- 
osition by striking out *‘ten minutes,’’ and in- 
serting in lieu thereof *‘ thirty minutes.” 

Several MempBers. Say twenty minutes, instead 
of thirty. 

Mr.VALK. Lhope thegentleman from Mich- 


igan [Mr. Howarp] will be allowed to finish his 











Let us settle this 


On that motion I call the 


motion of 
to rescind 


| speech before the question be taken. 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I amend my proposi- 
tion in such a way as to make it read, to rescind 
the ten-minute rule for this day. {Loud cries of 


‘¢ No, no.”’ 


Mr. ORR. Have I not the floor, Mr. Clerk? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Orr] was recognized by the Clerk 
when the time of the gentleman from Michigan 
{[Mr. Howarp] expired. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. 
make my motion? 

The CLERK. Not without the consent of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr.} 

Mr. ORR. I have no objection to the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Howarp) going on by 


unanimous consent, provided it be not taken out 
of my time. 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. 


Had I not the floor to 


I would inquire how 
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the gentleman from South Caroling obtained the | between the names of two gentlemen not named the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] votes 
floor? || in the original resolution. If I could have voted for Mr. Ricnarpson, the question will come 
Mr. ORR. The Clerk had recognized me. || directly upon the original resolution, declaring || up whether his vote shall be so recorded. If poy 
Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I thought the Clerk had || my colleague [Mr. Boyce] to be Speaker, I | then of course he is deprived, in the election of 
recognized me. _ || should, of course, have voted for it. Speaker, of the privilege of casting his vote fo, 
The CLERK. The Clerk was under the im- || _ I think it is competent for the House to elect a || the member whom he selects, and other gentle. 
ression that the gentleman from South Carolina || Speaker by resolution. ‘The plurality rule can- |} men, by being compelled to vote ay or no upon 
PMr. Onr] had yielded the floor to the gentleman || not, of course, prevail by such a course, because | the resolution, will be deprived of voting for the 
from Tennessee (Mr. Zouticorrer] to make his || the resolution cannot pass unless a majority of | candidates of their choice; that is, you compel 
motion. || us cast our votes in its favor; and hence the prin- || them to go on and vote either for or against 
Mr. HOWARD again took the floor. ciple is just the same as that upon which the || an individual selected by any member of this 
Mr. ORR. Am I to understand, Mr. Clerk, that || House has all along been acting in its votes. I || body. 
consent is given to the gentleman from Michigan | say, I am willing to afford the gentleman from d And again: suppose that any one of the par. 
proceeding with his remarks? Indiana an epboseniey of having a direct vote || ties of this House had seen fit to adopt this 
Several Mempers. Notatall. I object. upon his resolution, and, therefore, without pre- || mode for the election of a Speaker; that one 
The CLERK. Objection having been made, || posing an amendment, I move the previous ques- || member had offered a resolution to that effect, 
the gentleman from Mishigns is not in order. tion. [Cries of ** That’s right!’’] naming for the high position a member of the 
r. HOWARD. I simply ask for such treat- Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the gentle- || same party—A; that another had moved to 
ment as has been extended to other members on || man from South Carolina to withdraw that mo- | nt the insertion, in place of A, the name 
this floor. [Cries of ‘* Certainly; that is right; | tion until I can have the opportunity of saying a || of B; and that then still another, who was in the 
let him have ten minutes more.’’| few words, and I will then renew it. secret, had moved to strike out and insert 0, 
Mr. ORR. I now yield the floor to the gentle- Mr. ORR. I will do so. We would then be at the end of the roll. There 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Zouricorrer] to make Mr. JONES. Iconcurintheopinionexpressed || would be a resolution and an amendment, and 
his motion, if the House be willing to entertain it | by the gentleman from South Carolina, that the || an amendment to an amendment. Everything 
at this time. '| House can elect by resolution, and that it is || else would be cut off; and there would be an 
Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Then I renew my || proper to do so. But, sir, I deny the right of || election going on in the House of Representa. 
motion to suspend the ten-minute rule for to-day. || this House, or of any man in this House, to || tives in which members would be compelled to 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move tolay | nominate a man as candidate for Speaker, and || vote between men, neither of whom they are 
that motion on the table, and call for the yeas | require me to vote either fororagainsthim. The |} willing to accept, and be deprived of the privilege 





and nays. | resolution of the gentleman from Indiana, which || of casting their suffrage for their own candi- 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama. Dol understand that | is now before the House, is nothing more than || date. 

the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. | the nomination of the gentleman whose name is Mr. ORR. Let me say to the gentleman from 

ZOLLIcorreR] has been entertained ? menticned in the resolution. Alabama, that he has a perfect right, in the case 
The CLERK. The Clerk hasentertainedthat | I had the honor, sir, on the first day of the || which he supposes, to vote in the negative in 

motion. session, to put in nomination, as the candidate || every instance. And if there is not a majority 


Mr. COBB. Then raise this question of order: | of the Democratic party of this House, the name || of the House in favor of any of the amendments, 
that the question before the House—the resolu- || of the gentleman from Illinois, {[Mr. Ricuarpson;] || or of the original resolution, in the ease which 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. me and, sir, that name has not been withdrawn. || he presupposes, he can rise in his place and offer 
—must be dispesed of, before the House proceed || When, therefore, the question shall be put upon || his resolution, and have a vote taken on it. 
to another, I object to the rescinding of the ten- || the adoption of that resolution, under the opera- Mr. HOUSTON. I am excluded, by the rules 
minute rule, because I think that under it mem- || tion of the previous question, if you please, and || of the House, from offering an amendment when 
bers are able to have the floor quite oftenenough | 1 shall be called upon to respond to the call of || an amendment to an amendment is pending. | 
and quite long enough. ‘| my name, I shall vote for Wittiam A. Ricuarp- || am precluded from offering an amendment after 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that the || son, and I shall require that my name be recorded || the call for the previous question. But the gen- 
motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. | as voting for him. Mr. Clerk, can any gentle- || tleman says that I can vote in the negative. What 
Zo..icorreR] is in order, inasmuch as it has | man, by getting the floor, put in nomination any || sort of an election is that? Here is an election 
reference to right of debate; but as the gentleman | gentleman he may choose to name by resolution, || going on by the House of Representatives. A 
from Alabama [Mr. Coss] objects, the Clerk re- | and require that he shall be first voted for or || large body, if you please, of its members rise and 
fers the question to the House for decision, against by the House? vote no. Who are they voting for? They vote 

Mr. COBB. Oh, if the House has to decide Mr. ORR. Certainly. no against the amendments and the original reso- 
everything, I withdraw the point of order. Mr. JONES. No, sir, it is not so, in my || lution. Why, sir, that is notanelection. Ihave 

The question being on Mr. Wasuspurn’s mo- || opinion. I have the right to vote for any gen- || the right to vote for the candidate of my choice. 
tion to lay on the table the motion of the gentle- || tleman in this House I please. Because any other || I am not required, in an election before and in 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. Zo.ticorrer,}] on | gentleman happens, by chance, to get the floor, || the House of Representatives, to come up and 
which the yeas and nays had been demanded— || and put in nomination some one whom he may || vote against any man’s candidate, when I am 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. | select as candidate, 1 am not thereby excluded || denied the permission to vote for my own. 

Tellers were then demanded and ordered; and || from nominating another, and voting for him. Mr. STEPHENS obtained the floor. 

Messrs. Dunn and Eustis were appointed. | I say that the effeet of such a resolution is nothing The CLERK. Does the gentleman from Ala- 
The question was taken, and the tellersreported | but a nomination. I hold that the other names || bama insist on his point of order at this time? 
—ayes 129; a further count not being defnanded. || previously presented are still before the House, Mr. HOUSTON. Certainly, sir. This is as 

So the motion was laid on the table. / and we have the right to vote for either of them || gooda time to settle the point as any other. 

Mr. ORR. 1 do not know whether I precisely || we may see fit. 1 shall, therefore, when called Mr. STEPHENS. r. Clerk, I intend to 
understood the statement of the gentleman from || upon to vote upon the resolution, vote as though || speak to the point of order. I do not agree with 
Michigan, [Mr. Howarp.] Iunderstood him to || the gentleman from Indiana had put the name || the gentleman from Alabama in his point of order. 
say that the vote for Mr. Ricuarpson with that of || of the gentleman from Ohio, whom he designates. || I think that we@an elect a Speaker, or any other 
Mr. Fuiier would secure an election of Speaker. || Having now explained the reasons for the course || officer of the House, by resolution, if we see fit 
Now, sir, it is true that at one time Mr. Bean | expect to pursue, I move the previous question || todo so. It is in order to make the resolution. 
received forty-one votes. Butsincethegentleman | upon the adoption of the resolution. This is a motion to elect by resolution, and it is 
from Pennsylvania explained his position, the Mr. HOUSTON. I rise toa question of order. || therefore in order.. I agree entirely with the 

reatest vote he has received at any one time | If this is mere nomination, as suggested by the || gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] in the 
1as been thirty-four. It is known that there are || gentlemanfrom Tennessee, [Mr.Jones,]in which || argument which he presents on that point. 
some gentlemen who have heretofore voted for | opinion I entirely concur, I submit that the pre- || wholly disagree with the gentleman from Tennes- 
Mr, Funver who are absent, as also are some of | vious question cannot apply. You cannot call the || see, (Mr. ro He admits that we can elect 
those voting for Mr. Ricuarpson, If all were | previous question upon the election of Speaker. by resolution. ell, if so, what becomes of his 
present, the combined vote of the two this morn- The CLERK. The Clerk will state, in reply || argument? He says that, if we can do it legiti- 
ing would have been one hundred and seven—not || to the question raised by the gentleman from || mately by resolution, he will vote, when the reso- 
a sufficient number to secure an election. Alabama, that there are numerous instances on || lution is before him, either ay or no. What I 

There has been no time since the gentleman | record where the House has elected its officers || have said is to the point of onieie It is in order, 
from Pennsylvania [Mr, Fviier] defined his || by resolution. in my opinion, for the House to entertain the 
position, when the combined vote for Mr, Fun- Mr. HOUSTON. I do not wish to be under- || resolution if they see fit; andif anelectionis had 
ter and Mr. Ricnarpson would not have lacked | stood as objecting to that course at all. Ihave || in this way, it is legitimate and proper. I do 
some six or seven votes—five or six, perhaps— | no question, as far as my own opinion is con- || not doubt all that; but I am utterly averse to that 
certainly five—of a majority of the votes cast. || cerned, that it is perfectly competent for the || mode of electing a Speaker of this House. lam 
But, sir, 1 do not propose to consume the time of || House to elect a Speaker by rasthetiott: There || against the resolution, not only on the merits of 
the House upon this point further. | isno question about that. But thisis a mere nom- || the individual proposed, but as to the manner. It 

Lam, of course, opposed to the resolution of- | ination, and’ if other gentlemen choose to vote || is legitimate and proper, if the House choose that 
fered by the gentleman from Indiana,[Mr. Dunn,] | for other gentlemen who are members of the || mode, but I prefer to proceed viva voce, as we have 
but I am willing to afford that gentleman an op- || House, as they have the right to do, then the || been doing. Therefore, without detaining the 
portunity of having a direct, square vote upon his || question will come up as to how they are to be || House any longer, I move that the resolution be 
resolution. I was embarrassed in my course || recorded, upon a vote purporting to be simply || laid on the table. [Cries of ‘* That’s right!”’] 
pene upon the resolution of the gentleman || upon the adoption of a resolution. The ques- Mr. WHEELER. I demand the yeas and 

m Alabama, (Mr. Watxer,] in consequence || tion has never heretofore been brought up for || nays on that motion. 
of there being two amendments placed upon it, || decision. I say, when the vote comes to be The yeas and nays were ordered. __ 
by which I have been compelled to select || taken upon the adoption of the resolution, and || The question was taken on the motion to la» 
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on the table, and it was agreed to—yeas 166, nays 
39; as follows: * 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allen, Allison, Bar- 
pour, Barelay, Barksdale, Bell, Henry Bennett, Benson, 
Rillinghurst, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Bradshaw, 
Branch, Brooks, Buffington, Burlingame, Caskie, Chaffee, 
Bayard Clark, Exra Clark, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Wil- 
iamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cox, 
Crag. Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Cumback, Damrett, 
Davidson, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, | Dodd, 
powdell, Durfee, Edmundson, Elliott, Emrie, English, 
Etheridge, Eustis, Faulkner, Flagler, Florence, Foster, 
Thomas J.D. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Goode, 
Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, 


Hickman, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Hous- |) 
ton Howard, Hughston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J.Glancy | 
Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 


Knox, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Mace, 
Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, Max- 


well, McCarty, McMutiin, McQueen, Meacham, Killian | 


Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, 


Nichols, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Packer, Parker, Pearce, 
peck, Pelton, Pettit, Phelps, Pike, Porter, Powell, Prin- 


le, Purviance, Ready, Richardson, Roberts, Robison, | 
Ruffin, Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Sherman, Shorter, | 
Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. | 
Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stranahan, | 


Talbott, Tappan, Taylor, Thorington, Thurston, Trafton, 
Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Walker, Warner, Cadwalader C. Washburne, 
Ellin B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Watson, 


Welch, Wells, Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, | 


John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—166. 
NAYS— Messrs. Ball, Brenton, Broom, John P. Camp- 


bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Clawson, Henry Winter Davis, | 
Dunn, Edie, Evans, Henry M. Fuller, J. Morrison Harris, | 


Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, Holloway, Kelly, Kunkel, 
Alexander K. Marshall, Millward, Moore, Andrew Oliver, 
Orr, Paine, Pennington, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ricaud, 
Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Savage, Scott, Todd, Vail, Valk, 
Wheeler, and Whitney—39. 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 
Pending the call— 


Mr. BARKSDALE said: Mr. Clerk, I have | 


been requested by my colleague [Mr. Henry 8. 


3ENNETT] to state that hisabsence from the House | 


to-day and on Wednesday last has been caused 
by severe indisposition. 

‘Mr. WATSON. Mr. Clerk, I wish to say a 
word. I understand that my colleague [Mr. 
Le:rer] has not consented to the use of his name. 
With entire confidence in, and high regard for him, 
I shall, under the circumstances, vote ay. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Clerk, propositions 
for the organization of the House seem to be the 
order of the day. The worse fate which appears 
to attend any of them is, that of being laid on the 
table. I have a resolution which, I am sure, if 
adopted and carried out in good faith, must neces- 
sarily result, although it will take some time to 


accomplish it, in the election of aSpeaker and the || 
organization of the House. From the present | 


attitude of members, I am deliberately of the 
opinion that there is no other alternative, no other 
expedient than the one presented by my resolu- 


tion. It is presented in good faith; and itis sub- | 
mitted, furthermore, for the purpose of giving to | 


every gentleman a fair and full chance of occupy- 


ing the caemenenee position to which some gen- | 


tlemen have been aspiring so long and so labo- 
neuen by any improper aspiwations of their 
own, but by the devoted adl 
who have so faithfully voted for them. I send 
the resolution to the Clerk’s table. 

The Clerk read the resolution as follows: 


Resolved, That the first gentleman on the roll or list of 
members of the House of Representatives be put in nomi- 


nation for the office of Speaker; that thereupon the roll be || 


calledonce, and if he fail to receive a majority of ajl the 
Votes cast, being a majority of a quorum, that then the next 


member on the roll be in like manner put in nomination | 


and voted for, and sc on through the roll, until some mem- 
ber receives a majority of the whole number of votes cast, 
which said member shall be duly declared the Speaker of 
this House. But should it so occur, when the whole list 
of members has thus been called through and voted for as 
aforesaid, that no member shall receive a majority of the 
whole number of votes cast, being a majority of a quorum, 
the House shall report the fact to the Senate, and request 


its concurrence in an adjournment until the first Monday 
of June, 1856. 


Mr. ALBRIGHT. I move to lay the resolu- 


tion on the table. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Clerk, under the 
Suggestion of a friend, I modify my resolution 
so that the words in reference to the adjournment 
shall be stricken out. 

Mr. WADE. I suggest that the resolution be 
further modified so that we of the lower half of 
the list may have something like an equal chance 





hesion of their friends |) 


with the others. Those in the W’s may have | 


chance. Let the gentleman amend so that the 
vote shall commence with the end of the roll. 


| move that we commence with A and go next to 
|| Z, and so on alternately. [Laughter.] 
lay on the table. 

Mr. DEAN. TI renew the motion. 





olution if it is in order. 
The CLERK. A motion to lay on the table 
| Is now pending. 
Mr.STANTON. My amendment is to strike 
out the word ‘ majority,’’ and insert “ having 
the largest number.’”’ 


cided in the affirmative. 
So the resolution was laid on the table. 


The House proceeded to vote the ninety-second 
time for Speaker, with the following result: 
Whole muialad of votes cast, 221; necessary to a 
choice, 111; of which— 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


|| Nathaniel P. Banks received......... 22.0.5 nnmeees 104 
|| William A. Richardson......... Cocceuccccqenepese 73 
it CRM NS Pe io. ck ccccidess e wecececcccees . 
|| Alexander C. M. Pennington............000s dite 
ee ae eee eee ee ede nptoegecs oon Be 
John Williams. .....ccesscecss nasnes ed anenne melhee J 
| ey Pee ee S deaances seee, i 
| 
| 


Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Dam- 
rell, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, 


ger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. 
| Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, 
Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, 





Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 


son, Welch, Wood, Woodrufl, and Woodworth. 


Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, 
Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Faulkner, 
Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Herbert, Houston, Hickman, Jewett, George W. Jones, 
J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 


Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Staphens, 
Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Bay- 
ard Clark, Cox, Cuffen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, 


Ricaud, Rivers, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, 
Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 


Haven, Moore, and Scott. 
|| For Mr. Orr—Messrs. Richardsen and Williams. 
| For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 
| For Mr. Porter—Mr. Henry M.. Fuller. 
| Mr. MACE. I move that the House do now 
|| adjourn. ; 
ir. WASHBURN, of Maine. I demand tellers 
\| on that motion. 

The Clerk appointed Messrs. Crineman, and 
Wasuesurn of Maine, to act as tellers. 


| 

] ported—ayes 92, noes 57. 

So the motion was agreed to; and thereupon 
| (at a quarter past three o’clock, p. m.) the House 
| adjourned till to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, January 5, 1856. 


| at twelve o’clock, m. 


The Journal of yesterday was read und approved. | 


Hon. Daniet B. Wrient, of Mississippi, ap- 
peared in his seat to-day. 

| Mr. ETHERIDGE. | Mr. Clerk, I desire to 

| make a short statement to the House, preliminary 

|| toa proposition which I shall submit for its action. 

|| Perhaps I shall not be able to make my purpose 


| minutes, and I respectfully ask now, that if I 


| Mr. ALBRIGHT. I withdraw the motion to | 


| i 
| Mr. STANTON. I move to amend that res- 


The question was thén taken, and it was de- | 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 


| The question was taken, and the tellers re- | 


|| plain and intelligible in the short space of ten | 


| 


Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. I) 


Edie, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Gran- | 


Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, | 
Parker, Pearee, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, | 


| Washburne, Etiihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wat- 


For Mr. Richardson— Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 


Samuel 8S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith | 


Eustis, Evans, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Ken- | 
nett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshail, Humphrey | 
Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, | 


For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, | 
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aspirations, and it is but fair to give them an equal || should not get through before that time expires, 


I may be permitted to proceed 

The CLERK. [If there is no objection, the 
gentleman from Tennessee will proceed. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Sir, I will not allude in 
detail to the state of affairs here—it has been 
often alluded to, and would not justify a repe- 
tition from me. It would be unkind to the good 
sense of the House not to suppose that every 
gentleman has properly appreciated the condi- 
tion of public affairs. 1 say 1 will not allude to 
it in detail. I will briefly say that the friends of 
the various candidates who have been voted for 
have shown their deep devotion to their respect- 
ive favorites. Ninety-odd votes have been taken, 
and those votes have demonstrated only two 
propositions: first, that the gentlemen being voted 
for have warm and enthusiastic friends; and, 
secondly, that if either of them should be elected, 
they would not refuse the honors of the chair. 

Sir, I have voted for Mr. Futzer, of Pennsyl- 
vania, with great pleasure. I do not propose 
peremptorily to abandon him now. If the prop- 
osition which I shall make is not responded to 
by some of the friends of the other candidates, 
[ shall not fail to go back and give my vote for 
Mr. Futter as I have heretofore done. I wil! 
assume, however, that in case either of the gen- 
tlemen who have been voted for should be elected 
Speaker, none of the evils which gentlemen 
have predicted would befall the country. T be- 
lieve that if the honorable gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] who is yet young in 

ears, and desirous of an enviable fame, should 
bs elected, (1 do not care what considerations 
may have moved his friends in selecting him as 
a candidate,) he has too much pride and too 
much self-respect and intelligence so to deport 
himself as to excite the just indignation and 
reprehension of the country; and so of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, and the gentlemen from 
Pennsylvania and New Jersey. 

But, sir, voting for those gentlemen has become 
chronic, and the longer we vote for them the more 
impossible it will be for any of us to abandon our 
positions. In the present aspect of things, noth- 
ing can or ought to be done without a change of 
nominations. Nothing will be done so long as 
all those candidates are kept in nomination. I 
have no authority to withdraw Mr. Futier’s 
name; and I will frankly state that the course 
which I deem it proper to pursue on this occasion 
does not receive the approval of that gentleman’s 
friends. But it meets my own views, and acting 
upon my own responsibility as a Representative, 
I shall not hesitate to adopt that course which I 
think the public exigency requires, 

Now, this House is divided in political senti- 
ment. There are three or four parties here, elected 
as the representatives of particular sentiments. 
Those sentiments have been inflamed by the 
occurrences of the past month. I say, in this 
state of the case, it would not be fortunate for 
the country if any member was to be elected who 
is the representative of extreme sentiments. It 
would be better if a gentleman were chosen who 
had intelligence, pride of character, and independ- 
ence, and who was not indissolubly tied up with 
either one of the parties here, because then he 
would be free to actas his judgment and duty 
might dictate. 

It has been urged in private circles that lettets 
of encouragment are pouring in from the people. 
I suppose that many gentlemen here have received 
from intelligent constituents at home, letters indi- 

| cating theirapproval of the course which their Rep- 
| resentatives ave respectively seen fit to pursue. 
| Now, I venture to say that those letters are mostly 
| written by the politicians in the country, and do 


| not speak the proper sentiments of the great 


| body of the people. I think myself that it will 


|| be regarded as very remarkable that the Repre- 
The House was called to order by the Clerk | 


sentatives of the American people, elected for 
| their supposed a and intelligence, cannot 
|in some way, by some exercise of forbearance, 
| elect a presiding officer who would be competent 
to enforce such rules as we may adopt for our 
| own government, in the performance of the ordi- 
| nary susiness of legislation. I say it is remark- 
| able that it cannot be done. I believe the senti- 
'ment of the country demands of this House « 
speedy organization, and that the public judgment 
| is that such organization should not be a triwmph 











of any section, or any extreme opinions. 


good. 
Some of my friends have expressed much dis- 
approbation of a resolution which the Democratic 
caucus thought proper to adopt. I have said, 
heretofore, nothing about that resolution because 
I cared nothing about it. It was never a matter 
of the slightest importance to anybody, for in 


this age of the world platforms and resolutions | 


are the orders of the -y and they are made one 
hour to be despised anc 


to that resolution, and I care nothing about it 
now. If the Democratic party, in passing that 


resolution, thought proper to insult any portion 


of their fellow-citizens, the act will recoil upon 


themselves; if such was not their design, they | 


are guilty of nothing more than a blunder. 

My honorable friend from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Hompnrey Marsuart,| who thought proper, at 
an early day of the session, to express his opin- 
ions, declared he would neither ask nor receive 
quarter. That was a chivalrous declaration; and 
f doubt not the declaration was sincerely made. 
I do not ask that gentleman to disclaim it now. 
But | am one of those unfortunate men who, 
during my whole life, have been guilty of so many 
acts of foll 
beg quarter. I am not afraid to beg for quarters 
when I consider it proper to do so. Lam one of 
that class of politicians who do not subscribe to 
the celebrated declaration of Daniel Webster, 
made upon a memorable occasion, that he ‘* took 


repudiated the next. I | 


have not, I say, attached the slightest importance || doing, I can aid in organizing the House. 


ly, that I have been compelled often to || 
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I believe || the days of its prosperous fortunes, I have never 
that such a triumph would be productive of no || ' .” 
|| thought that the Whig party, like the King, may 
| **demise,’’ but never ** die;’’ and I have believed 


yet said that ‘‘ the Whig party is dead.” Ihave 


that ‘it can do no wrong.”’ Iam willing upon 


this occasion—elected as 1 was, proclaiming my 
devotion to Whig principles upon every occa- 
sion; denouncing, as I did, the favorite measure 
of this Administration, which has brought upon 
us the present unhappy condition of affairs—I 
am willing now to cease, for the present, voting 
with sole reference to my own opinions, if, by so 
1 Mr. 
Mixtson is not my first choice. My own prefer- 
ence is for the gentleman from New York, Mr. 
Haven. 

Now, I propose to testthe sincerity of the so- 
called Republican party, who make opposition 
to the Nebraska bill a ‘* sine qua non’’ in the or- 
ganization of this House. They have said, that 
they cannot, and they will not, vote for any one 
who stood committed to that measure. tell 
them, the record shows that the honorable gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Mitison] to whom I 
allude voted against that bill. And, sir, I will 
say to that portion of my friends who with me 
have voted for the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Futxer,] that the gentleman from Virginia 
{Mr. Mixison] stood in his place during the 


| pendency of that contest, ready and anxious to 


offer an amendment which was designated or 
known here as the Clayton amendment, the 
object of which was to remove from the bill that 
objectionable feature which legalizes alien suf- 


forme todo so. ButI know, if he be elected, } 


‘I have voted [Mr. Funer} 


| slightest prospect of our 





— 


could not, and ought not to decline. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania for whom 


\ | has still my confi. 
dence; and in withdrawing my support from him 


for the present, I may be permitted to express 
nt s I 
/my continued good opinion of him asa gentie. 


man, and my confidence in his integrity and abjj. 


'ity, and in the soundness of the position which 


he has seen proper to take. I throw out thege 
remarks for the consideration of the House, ] 
do not expect them to be favorably received 


| those extreme men who I fear have a disposition 
| to carry out, at all hazards, their own peculiar 
| views. 


I address my remarks to the conservative 
portion of this House; and 1 trust there will be 
found a sufficient number coming from among all 


| parties here to enable us to end this unwise and 


unnatural controversy. 

I now nominate for the office of Speaker of 
this House, the Hon. Joun S. Mitxson, of Vir. 
ginia. 

Mr. BROOM. IT have hitherto, Mr. Clerk, 
refrained from participating in the discussions 
which have taken place in this House on the po- 
sition of individuals and of parties for several 
reasons: first, that [ believed the time had not 
arrived for such a purpose; and secondly, that 
the business of legislation being new to me, I left 
it to others more experienced. We have had now 
ninety-two ballots for Preere and without the 

veing able, in the present 
course of affairs, to arrive at the ultimate object 


| which we have in view; during which we have 


no step backward’’—a declaration which, in my 
judgment, has been injurious to many lesser men 
in the country. Sir, he might well make the | 
declaration, for, right or wrong, he had the intel- 
lectual power and position to live up to his posi- 
tions, 


heard much in relation to the position which 
different parties and different individuals have 
assumed in this contest. I deem it proper now, 
and an appropriate time to remind gentlemen of 
this House of the distinct and paramount issue 
on which they were elected to represent the will 
of their constituents, composing a majority of 
| the people.of this nation—lI allude to the Ameri- 
can issue. That is an issue preéxistent to that 
which has arisen on the disturbance of the Mis- 
souri compromise. Every member professing to 
| be an American was elected as such—on that of 
Americanism as the great, prominent issue before 
the American people; and it seems to be very 
| strange, sir, that now, at this particular juncture, 
they would desert the principle on which they 


frages in the Territories. I will add further, that 
that gentleman was not a member of the caucus 
which nominated Mr. Ricrwarpson; and I will 
declare to those who have had so much to say 
respecting the peculiar principles of the Kansas- 
(| Nebraska bill, that the honorable gentleman from 
But, sir, secondary men like myself might well || Virginia does not approve the principles of that 
act upon a different principle. And I suggest to | bill, as its friends have recently expounded them 
some of my associates that they had better take one || on this floor. 
step forward and fwe backward, and perhapsthey | In the election of the gentleman from Virginia | 
would be quite as near right as some of them || to the speakership you who are standing on the 
now are. It has come to this, that no gentleman || Democratic caucus platform will have no cause for 
here is inclined to take a step backward. Sir, in || exultation. The people of the North, when they 
making a proposition which shows concession | see their Representatives voting for a gentleman 
and a spirit of compromise on my part, | demand | who stood opposed to the passage of the Kansas- 
some concessions from others. I think, in the |! Nebraska bill, cannot revel in the consciousness 
present cendition of things, that the Speaker || that they have elected one who is personally || were elected, and resort to another, I trust that 
should be one whose election will furnish some || offensive to their brethren in the South. As I || the experience which we have had in those sue- 
apology, at least, to that portion of the House | before remarked, those who, with me, have voted || cessive ballotings here are fully sufficient to con- 
who have been elected under the influence of that | for the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, |) vince them that the issue on which they have been 
intense excitement which, for two years, has per- | [Mr. Futier,] should remember that Mr. Mit- || standing is one on which they cannot succeed in 
vaded the northern mind. I know that a large | son was opposed to that particular feature of the || this House. 











majority of this House are Representatives of 
congressional districts, the people of which, it 
is well known, were opposed to the repeal of the 
Missouri compromise; but I tell them that their 
demands nada not be such as to insult their 
brethren in other sections of the country. 

I propose for Speaker of this House, one who 
voted upon the passage of the Nebraska bill, 
and whose vote stands upon the record against 
it. And I say to my southern friends, who have 
made the Nebraska bill a test of political ortho- 
doxy, that something of concession is demanded 
at your hands. I do not desire, in the present 
siate of the country, that the Speaker of this 
House should be the embodiment of the extreme 
opinions of either section of the Union. Sir, is 
there such a man here? Is there a gentleman in 
this House, combining congressional experience, 
talent, integrity, and firmness? Sir, there are 


| the national American platform. 


Kansas-Nebraska bill—alien suffrage—to which 
the American party stands opposed, and which 
composes one of the fundamental wrinciples of 

| would not 
propose this gentleman if his election would be a 


| triumph of any section or of any party. He has 
He would bring | 


much legislative experience. 
to the chair ability, pride of character, and an 


| honest desire to promote the interests of the 
| country, and to facilitate us in the discharge of | 


our duties. 
I might perhaps enlarge on what I have said, 


but it is unnecessary, because every member must | 
see and know that the House cannot and wal not | 


be organized unless there be some concession 
from some qgharter. I willadd, furthermore, that 
that portion of the Republican party which makes 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise a test 


| House. 
| the American spirit was spreading in a rushing 





Therefore it is necessary to appeal to them to 


| change their position, and come back to the main 


patriotic principles, and show that, acting on the 
American basis, Americans can organize this 
And how is that issue manifested? Sir, 


tide over this country, and had extended to the 
remotest ends of it, long prior toeven the concep- 


| tion of the iniquity—if I may use the expression— 


of disturbing the compromise of 1820, when the 
Administration, to guard itself, to protect itself, to 
save the very existence of its party from its over- 
whelming influence, were obliged to resort to that 


| measure, not as a southern measure, butas a dis- 
| tinct party measure, so as to avail itself of the 
preju 


ices of the South for the purpose of defeat- 
ing, if possible, the American spirit in that section 
of the country at least. 





| question, ought to remember that the bare intro- | 
duction of such a question will be productive of | 
mischief, and cannot possibly result in any good. 
But, sir, there is no man of common sense in this 


The associations formed for the guidance of 
this patriotic spirit, together with all their con- 
stitutions and platforms, were established prior 

to the disturbance of that compromise. Yet 


many members here who were opposed to the 
rewrnge of that measure, and whose opposition 
ius become a mania. Their hostility to that 


measure, I fear, is now made a pretext by which 
to carry out their extreme opinions in such a 
manner, and to such an extent, as to beget in- 
tense excitement in the Seuth. That, I fear, is 
their purpose and aim, and it is to defeat that 
purpose that I now appeal to the moderate men 


of all parties to come up and do that which will | 
work no injustice to any reasonable man’s opin- | 


ions, and which will do justice to all quarters. 
Tallude to the honorable gentleman from Vir- 


House who does not know that, if that proposi- 
tion were to pass this House, it would have to 


run the gauntlet of the Senate, and would thea, | 


if it survived that ordeal, have to encounter the 
sword of Executive displeasure in the shape of a 
veto, And knowing this, and feeling this, after 
the House has spent five weeks in fruitless efforts 
to organize, they should be satisfied that it is 
impossible to elevate to the chair any gentleman, 
from any section, who is the embodiment of but 
one idea. 





Americans in this House are standing here, 
battling for the triumph of the cause of Free- 
Soilism, and against the extension of slavery !2 
the Territories; and are thus allowing the Ad- 
ministration party to be gratified with the success 
of their schemes and plans to break down the 
American party in the land. , 

Sir, it is time to appeal to the Americans 10 
this House. It is time to ask them to come to- 
gether upon that issue, as the only one upoa 


ginia, Mr. Mixison. | 
Now, sir, in proposing to vote for that gentle- In conclusion, Mr, Clerk, I will say that in 
man for Speaker I surrender, for the present, my || taking this step I have not consulted the honor- 


long cherished Whig principles, to which | am | able gentleman from Virginia, whose name I have 
devotedly attached, and which are still my first | 


love. I have been devoted to the Whig party in | 


| which we ean properly urge the organization of 
| the House. 

| Now, sir, I cannot agree with the honorable 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Erueripes] 2 
resented. I did not deem it*proper to consult || what he: says about descending at all from the 
im, though it might perhaps have been right |. high and exalted position which we now occupy 
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upon American nationality. I court no alliance 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


yg _ a 


|| view of selecting a conservative member of this House as a 


with those who are not with us. We stand upon | compromise candidate for the position. 


the broad principles of the Constitution, which | 


epreads its protection alike over the North and 
the South; which guaranties to all sections of the 
Union respective rights—rights which were estab- 
lished by our fathers of the Revolution—those 
rights whieh the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 


KxowLToN] 80 eloquently appealed to when | 


inting to the picture of Washington there upon 
the canvas—that great leader, who led the peo- 


le of the United States on to freedom. But, sir, || 


allow me to say that the gentleman from Maine, 
in my opinion, misunderstands the great princi- 
le of the Revolution, if he regards its battles as 
| vin been fought to relieve the negroes of the 
country from slavery. It was to free themselves 
and their posterity. They fought for their own 
freedom, that they might not remain slaves as 
well as their negroes; and, not being able to 
agree as to the emancipation of the others, were 
obliged to leave that question to the events of 
time. Lappeal to Americans on this floor, whether 
there is but one alternative upon which we can 
proceed to organize the House; and that is, 
either to adopt the resolution which I am about 


to submit, or come together as Americans, and | 


nominate an American candidate who shall deal 
out equal and exact justice to all parties and sec- 
tions, and who will maintain the principles of the 
Constitution and of the Union, as left to us by 
our fathers? 

{ trust that the Americans of the House will 
see that their constituents are intelligent enough 
to know that no legislation whatever, during the 
present session, can possibly be effected in refer- 
ence to the non-extension of slavery in the Ter- 
ritories, nor for the restoration of the Missouri 
compromise. 
ure for the restoration of the Missouri act, it 
would be defeated in the Senate; and, if it were 
to pass both the House and the Senate, it would 
certainly die before the chair of the Executive. 
Therefore, it is a waste of time; it is a waste of 
energy; it is a waste of the public treasure, to 
continue the fruitless efforts to organize the House 
upon this issue. Let the Americans of the House, 
then, come up as Americans, irrespective of that 
issue, and let us organize the House upon the 
great principles of the American cause. 

Mr. HOWARD. 


me to interrupt him, I will ask him a question. 


He says it would be fruitless to attempt to pass | 


any law in respect to the non-extension of sla- 
very. Now, let me ask him if, knowing as he 
does, the opinions which prevail in the Senate, 
and at the other end of the avenue, there would 


be any hope of successful legislation upon the 


subject of Americanism? 

Mr. BROOM. That would be a matter of 
patriotism which would cover the interests of the 
people of the entire country, and on which, if 
standing alone, we could at least organize this 
House, and that is the subject of which I.am 
speaking. But the other is merely a sectional 
matter, objectionable to the South, and, as the 
believe, injurious to their rights. Now, sir, it 
appears to me to be preposterous for gentlemen, 
standing upon strictly sectional grounds, to pro- 
claim themselves (as did the gentleman from 
Maine yesterday) the true friends of the Union. 
While oceupying a sectional position, such ex- 
pressions cannot’ be admitted. There can be 
nothing national in a sectional course. Every 


step taken in that direction is an advance towards | 


further agitation and the disturbance of the great 
principles of this Union. 

Mr. SAGE. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BROOM, I cannot yield. 

Mr. SAGE. Just for a moment. 

Mr. BROOM. 
man will excuse me. 


I do not approve of these 
interruptions, i 


I have merely, in conclusion, to 


say, as I said before, that the only alternative for | 


the Americans in the House is to proceed to or- 
ganize the House upon American principles— 


re or to adopt the following resolution; 
‘solved, That the friends or supporters of the prominent 
nes for the speakership Sway they are ineeby, re- 
ae to withdraw them from the further consideration 
i becate of this House; that the members representing the 
logethes parties of the House are hereby requested to ineet 
T, and appoint a committee of five each, with the 


Even if we were to pass a meas- | 


If the gentleman will allow | 


I had rather not. The gentle- | 


Upon the principles on which they were clearly | 


Mr. MILLSON. It was my desire to take the 
floor immediately at the close of the remarks 
submitted by the honorable gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Ernerimpee;}] and I should have 
done so, but that, having expressed this purpose, 
I was, at the moment, engaged in conversation 
with two friends, who were endeavoring to dis- 
suade me from it. I now avail myself of the first | 
opportunity I have since had to address a very 
few remarks to the House. 

I came into the Hall while the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Ernermer] was addressing the 
House, and, when I was still engaged in specu- 
lating to the objects he had in view, I was sur- 
prised at hearing from him the announcement 
of my own name as a candidate for the position 
of Speaker. 

Mr. Clerk, I trust I shall be allowed to appeal 
most earnestly to the gentleman from Tennessee 
| to withdraw that nomination. There are a great 
many reasons, personal to myself, that induce 
me to address the request to that gentleman. But 
I do not know that it would be proper, and it cer- 
tainly is not necessary, that 1 should now give 
expression to them. I trust, when I say nolo 
episcopari, the House will give me credit for un- 
| feigned sincerity. 1 hope, then, that the gentle- 
man from Tennessee will accede to the request I 
make, for the reasons I have just suggested; and 
if my personal entreaty will not weigh with him, 
I beg leave to suggest to him that there are other 
considerations that induce me to dissuade him 
from the further prosecution of his purpose. 

The gentleman must be aware that I stand here 
associated with my political friends in an earnest 
| effort to elect the  # eomeatire rentleman from Lli- 
nvis [Mr. Ricnarpson] as the Speaker of this 
House; and he cannot fail to see that some of the 
very considerations which have prevailed with 
| him to place my name before this body would 


| 





| gentlemen, a grave objection to the consumma- 
tion of the object which he has in view. While, 
then, as the gentleman must admit, there is little 
or no probability of accomplishing his own object, 
even were it as important as he has supposed it 
to be, he places myself and 7 friends in an at- 
titude which neither they nor | desire to assume. 
I beg leave, therefore, Mr. Clerk, to repeat the 
earnest request that tke gentleman will withdraw 
my name as a candidate for the distinguished post 
of Speaker of this House. 
hesitate to do so. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Clerk, I will remark 
to the House that, if I had need of any justifica- 
tion whatever for the course which I have thought 
proper to pursue, that justification is evidently 
found in the very@emarks which the rentleman 
has just addressed to the House. I knew that, 
in presenting his name, it would be unexpected 
to him; and I knew further, sir, that it would be 
somewhat painful to him, because his nomination 
might come in opposition to what he regarded as 
a ay eosisiberations on the part of those with 
whom he has acted. 

1 stated, sir, when I placed that gentleman’s 
name in nomination, that I knew he could not 
be elected Speaker, unless it was done in the spirit 
of forbearance, of concession, and of compro- 
mise. I stated that Lhad not conferred with him 
| on the cannes and I knew at the time that the 
| gentleman himself did not desire the honors of 
the office. But, in my judgment, the first quali- 
fication we can have for a presiding officer is found 
in the fact that the gentleman who may be called 
to the chair does not desire the position. 

As I have already remarked, if I needed any 
justification, it has been found .in the remarks 
| which the gentleman has just addressed to the 
House. I will remark, further, that I took that 
step, not believing it would at the moment be 
approved by either of the parties here. If the 
gentleman, however, makes a personal appeal to 
me to withdraw his name,—and I trust he will 
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| 
\| be compelled to do so. I know that he does not 
|| desire to be the presiding officer of this House; 

but, sir, he has had enough connection with pub- 
| lic life to know that the honors of the speaker- 
| ship will best attach tO him who does not seek 
| them. The honorable gentleman has not sought 

the position, either directly or indirectly; and he 


constitute, in the estimation of many of these || 


I trust that he will not | 


not do it on personal grounds,—of course I shall | 
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will pardon me if I do not now feel constrained 
to withdraw his name. I will not, unless | ain 
assured that he would peremptorily decline the 

osition if it were assigned to him, His name 
Cline before the House can do no harm; and I 
believe, sir, there are many members who have 
voted for the four gentlemen who have heretofore 
been in nomination, who think as Lhave thought, 
that this House caithot be organized unless it is 
done in a spiritof forbearance. But if the gentle- 
man insists that his name shall be peremptorily 
withdrawn, I can have no otheralternative. Ido 
insist, however, that he shall not now make that 
request of me. 

t prefer that the demand should not be made. I 
was governed by a high sense of public duty; and I 
know that if this House is properly organized, it 
will be organized on some such basia as | have sng- 
gested; and in looking around fer one who pos- 
sessed those personal and intelfectual qualities 
which would adorn the speakership, I found no 
gentleman to combine them more eminently than 
the gentleman from Virginia, {Mr. Muuason.} I 
know the political position which he eceupies in 
relation to some of the questions of the day. That 
position was not taken by him in the spirit of 
calculation, or for the purpose of advancing his 
own ambitious ends. I have seen him, solitary 
and alone, standing out against his whole dele- 
gation, when I knew that personal appeals were 
addressed to him, and addressed to him in vain, 
And I venture to state, that if he had consulted 
his own personal advancement and promotion in 
a spirit of selfishness, ke would have pursued a 
different course. He was, on that occasion, gov- 

| erned by a high spirit of patriotism, a desire to 
do right in the discharge of his publiceduty. Be- 
lieving that if he were Speaker of this House, he 
would bring the same desire and the same dispo- 
sition to the chair, I placed his name in nomin- 
ation; and I do hope that as the gentleman has 
had but little time to‘reflect on the subject, he will 
not require me, at this time at least, to withdraw 
hisname. When he has taken a little more time 
for reflection, if he demands the peremptory with- 
drawal of his name, 1 will be compelled to accede 
to his request. 

Mr. MILLSON. My friend from Tennessee 
has had the kindness to say, that if 1 made a 
versonal request for the withdrawal of my name, 
1e would withdraw it. I am not insensible to the 

| great compliment involved in the nomination of 
the gentleman from Tennessee; nor, sir, could I 
think that I had any right to prefer a personal 

|| request that was in conflict with any of my own 
convictions of duty; but as at present my own 
sense of duty agrees with my personal inclina- 
tions, I have the less hesitation im repeating more 
urgently the request to the gentleman, which is 
made in all respect, that he will withdraw my 
name as a candidate for the speakership. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Then, Mr. Clerk, as no 
alternative is left me, I will withdraw so much 
of the nomination as may leave me the privilege 
of voting for the gentleman, if | think proper. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Is the resolution of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Broom] now 
before the House? 

| The CLERK. Yes, sir. 

| Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Clerk, I am opposed 
to that resolution, just as | was opposed to the 
resolution of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Ernerince.| I think the suggestions made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, or rather his 
lan for an organization, wholly impracticable. 
Ve cannot organize the House, sir, in that way, 
in my opinion, and I should be opposed to doing 
it, if we could. One or two remarks, however, 
fell from that gentleman, which I wish to reply 
to before making the motion which I intend to 
submit. He said that the members of the Amer- 
ican party, to which he is attached, of this House, 
as | understood him, were elected upon the prin- 
ciples of that party, as paramount to all other 
questions, and his whole object seems to be to 
invoke and effect an organization of this House 
upon the basis of the principles of the American 
arty. What the strength of that party is in this 

|| House I do not know; but the gentleman from 
|| Kentucky (Mr. Homeurey Marsuatr] the other 
(| day informed us, if I did not misunderstand 
|| him, that there was a majority upon this floor be- 
|| longing to that party. It may be, then, that the 
‘| House could be organized upon the principles of 








152 


that party, paramount, we are told, with them to 
all other questions; but I wish to ask the gentle- 
man, and the House, and the country, what sort 
of a spectacle would be presented to the world 
by sucha result? It may be, I say,—for I do not 
know,—that there is a majority in this House— 
say one hundred and seventeen or one. hundred 
and eighteen members—who have joined that 
party, but there are only aout thirty-four, all 
told, who vote with the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Broom] and the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Humenrey Marsuarc,] and but 
five or six, I beliewe, from the entire North who 


stand with them for Mr. Fuiier against Mr. | 


Banks. All the other members of that party— 
amounting, if this statement be true, to more than 
two thirds, and perhaps three fourths of the party 
—stand in solid phalanx against one whole sec- 
tion of this Union, for Mr. Banxs has not received 
a single vote fegm the entire South. Now, sir, 
if such be the American party, what a spectacle 
does it present to the country! Might I not ap- 
peal to the gentleman from Pennsylvania himself, 
aus well as to his associates from the South, and 
ask, if the party in its beginning, not much over 
two years old, has become so thoroughly corrupt 
that at least two thirds, if not three fourths of its 
members, are arrayed in solid phalanx against one 
whole section of the Union, ought it not to be 
put down? 

I am, therefore, sir, opposed to the organiza- 
tion of this House upon the basis of the princi- 


ples of a party so organized and so constituted— || 


one that presents no better grounds than this to 
my consideration. But the gentleman said that 
the American party were elected upon the prin- 
ciples of that party as paramount to all others, 
How gentlemen were elected in different portions 
of the country, or what questions were consid- 
ered as paramount in the canvass, I shall not 
undertake to say. So far as my own election 
was concerned, I will say this, however: I was 
elected upon the principle of maintaining the 
Constitution of the United States in all its length 
and breadth, height and depth—every clause and 
every section of it. This, with me, sir, was par- 
amount to all other questions. 

Mr. BROOM. Allow me to say that so was I. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then let us see, Mr. 
Clerk, if I understand the principles of that 
party, and the gentleman can set me right if 1 
am in error, because we outsiders have got only 
the little glimmering light that is occasionally 
shot forth from the dark caverns of the secret 
‘‘order.’’ [Laughter and applause.} If I un- 
derstand, I say, the principles of the gentleman’s 
party, on the principles of which, as a basis, he 
desires an organization of the House, it sets out 


with this: that no member of it shall ever vote | 


for anpneny for any office, who is not a native- 
born 
ruling America,’’ nor if he be a Roman Catholic. 


J ask the gentleman if that is not the corner-stone | 


of his party. This I understand to be true—and, 
perhaps, hereon ‘‘ hangs a tale’’ which may ex- 
plain why some gentlemen from the South cannot 


merican, who is notin favor of **Americans | 


son.] He, it is true, may be a native-born Amer- | 
can; he may be no Roman Catholic; but he does | 
not subscribe to their creed of ‘Americans ruling | 


America ’’—that is, of excluding all foreign-born 
citizens from office. ; 
for him consistently with their obligations. 


Hence their inability to vote || 
Sir, | 


the Constitution of this country does not exclude | 


foreign-born citizens from office; and because the 


gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricuarpson] will | 
not assume a position higher than and above the | 


Constitution, and’make atest for office that it never 


makes, there is an ‘¢ impassable barrier’’ between | 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the gentle- | 
man from Illinois, and every other man that is | 


not in favor of ‘‘Americans ruling America,”’ or 
of excluding foreign-born citizens from office. 


Now, sir, the next principle of that party, as | 


I understand it, is, that if an individual 1s elected 
by it to office, he never shall confer office upon any 
foreign-born citizen, or upon a Roman Catholic, 
and shall remove all such from office where it can 
be done. Your President, sir, would be bound 
by the principles of that party—and bound, too, 

ve, by an oath—never to appoint a Roman 
Catholic to office, as well as to remove all such 
who now hold office where he could do it. Now, 
sir, the gentleman says that he isin favor of main- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


| taining the Constitution of the country. The 


Constitution says that no religious test shall ever 
be required for any office or public trust under 


GLOBE. 





| 


the United States; but this principle of the Amer- | 
ican party makes it the duty of the President, | 


and of any other officer elected by them, never 
to appoint a Roman Catholic to office; that is, it 


|| them, at least as I understand them. 


| 


makes it the duty of those they elect to require a |} 


test in their appointments. It is, therefore, in 
direct opposition to that great principle of the 
Constitution, Now, is an officer elected by that 
party to :omply with the obligations of the party, 


| or with the obligations of the Constitution? 


Mr. READE, (interrupting.) Will the gen- 
tleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SPEPHENS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. READE. Suppose a candidate for office 


| were to admit to you, or, if he did not admit it, 


you were yourself satisfied of the fact, that he held 
religious opinions inconsistent with the freedom 
and safety of the country, would you vote for 
him? 

A Member. That is an impossibility. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 
to discuss questions of ‘‘ religious opinion.”’ 
judge men by their acts—by their detda iy their 
works. ‘* By their fruit ye shall know them,”’ 
and not by their professions, their faith, or their 
creeds in matters spiritual. If a man—a candi- 
date—should hold ‘ political opinions ’’ incon- 
sistent with the safety of the country, I should 
vote against him. His religion isa matter be- 
tween himself and his God. 


Mr. READE. 


I 





January §, 
this; and what remains of it rests stil] upon erro 
equally flagrant. » 
Am I wrong, then, sir, in being opposed toa 
organization of this House upon the pri neiples of 
such a party? Those principles—those of the 
national American council—are as I have Stated 
° 5 A House 
so organized would be thrown into the hands of 
men, in my opinion, whose objects and aims, go 


| far from sustaining the Constitution, would be 


The gentleman allowed me to 


to strike it down in some of its most essential 
particulars—some of the most characteristic ideas 
and principles of that ‘‘true Americanism” which 


| I was reared to approve, and to cherish anq 


admire. In appointment or election to office of 
men who are citizens, either by birth or adoption 
’ 


| within the constitutional limitations, merit alone— 


in which I include not only ability and personal 
integrity, but political principles—should be put 
into the scale, and it is immaterial to me where 
they are born, or what is their religion. This jg 


| one of the glorious features of American insti. 


| tutions. Are they true to the Constitution? Dp» 
I am not here, Mr. Clerk, || 


they come up to its requirements touching qual. 
ifications, and otherwise suitable for the office? 
If so, no question of eligibility arising from 


| birth-place, religious faith, or creed, should ever 
'be raised in odious and unjust discrimination 


| ask him the question; I hope the House and the || 
| country will mark that he will not answer it. 


Mr. WHITNEY. I should like to ask the 


gentleman from Georgia a question. 


Mr. STEPHENS. I will hear the question. 
Mr. WHITNEY. I understand that the gentle- 


man declines answering the question propounded 


|| league’s proceeding the other day. 


' to him by the gentleman from North Carolina. I | 


| will ask him another, which he may perhaps be || 


| able to answer. 


Mr. STEPHENS. What is it? 
Mr, WHITNEY. 1 would ask that gentle- 
man to suppose a person should apply to him for 


| an appointment to an office of pablic trust, and 
| that person should avow, or the gentleman should 
possess satisfactory evidence of the fact, that the | 


person applying entertained political opinions 


| hostile to the institutions of this Republic, would 








he in that case appoint such person to office? 

Mr. STEPHENS. I would not. 

Mr. WHITNEY. That is all; it is the polit- 
ical character of the Papacy which affords the sole 
basis of my opposition to its encroachments in 
this country. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman says that 


is the basis of his party’s oppgsition to Papacy; 


that is the reason they will Mlow no Roman | 


Catholic to hold office by election or appointment; 
and that assumes that every man who holds that 


| religious faith, native-born or not, is an enemy 
| to our country, which assumption [ spurn in be- 


| half of that church, thousands of whom I believe 
vote forthe gentleman from Lllinois,[Mr. Ricuarp- || 


to be as true patriots as ever breathed American 
air. 


|| nessee. 


Mr. EUSTIS, (interrupting.) Ihave no desire 
to interrogate the gentleman from Georgia. The | 
opinions of that gentleman are perfectly well | 


and I desire it to go to the country, that I coincide 
with him in every respect with regard to his opin- 
ion on the subject of this religious test. 

Mr. WALKER. So dol. 

Several Mempers. So do I. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The State of Louisiana has 


repudiated in the most formal and emphatic man- | 


ner the action of the national American party of 
this country. 


Mr. STEPHENS. The American party of 


pudiated that doctrine; and that other States have 
done, or will do the same, 1 have nodoubt. The 
have done, or will be compelled to do it, State by 


State, council by council, until the great fabric | 


of Americanism, as at first reared by its secret, 


unknown architects, growing “small by degrees | 


and beautifully less,”’ will be extinct and defunct 
in less than twelve months. [Laughter.] It is 
founded in error—concocted in it; thrown into 
existence from it; the diverse changes and muta- 


tions it has undergone*in different places show | had become a part of our 


. . | 
| known, and I take occasion to say 1n this House, | 





against classes or sects. 

The CLERK, (interrupting.) The Clerk must 
remind the gentleman from Georgia that his ten 
minutes have expired. [Cries of **Go on!’ “ Go 
on!’’) The gentleman will proceed by unaui- 
mous consent. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I make the same 
motion now that I made when the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Strerpuens] objected to my col- 
I move that 
the gentleman be permitted to proceed. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I will not proceed, as there 


is objection. 


Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. | 
move that the ten-minute rule be rescinded. | 


have objection to one gentleman being allowed to 
proceed while others are not. Let all have the 


| same chance. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I understand the gentle- 
man from Georgia does not wish to proceed with 
his remarks, and therefore I withdraw the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. WHITNEY was here recognized by the 
Clerk. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move to lay upon the 
table the resolution of the gentleman from Ten- 
This motion I intended to make when 
I took the floor. 

The CLERK. The Clerk recognized the gen- 
tleman from New York before the gentleman from 
Georgia made his motion. 

Mr. BROOM. I desire to say a word or two 
in explanation. 


The CLERK. The Clerk has recognized the 


| gentleman from New York. 


Mr. WHITNEY. I would say to the Clerk, 


that I did not ask for the floor at that moment. 


| sylvania has the floor. 


TheCLERK. Then the gentleman from Penn- 


Mr. BROOM. It becomes necessary, to pre- 


/vent my being placed in a false position by the 


remarks of the gentleman from Georgia, to define 
the position which I really do occupy upon this 

uestion. “He starts out, in his remarks, with 
the assertion that the American party is but two 


| years old. That assertion astonishes me, inas- 


| cause for the last twelve years. 


much as I have been an earnest advocate of the 
But the honor- 


, able gentleman did not allude to the cause in which 





this American party originated, when he spoke 
so feelingly and firmly of his purpose to vindicate 


| the Roman Catholic religion, and defend them 
| against, what he terms, proscription on the part 
| of Americans. 
the State of Louisiana, I had heard, sir, have re- || 


Tinvite that gentleman’s attention 
to the years 1843 and 1844, and ask whether | 
am to regard him as the apologist of the foreign 
papists who then slew the citizens of Philadelphia 
at the very altar of their devotion tothe principles 
of American liberty—whether he, or any other 
member, will stand upon this floor and express 4 
sympathy on behalf of foreign aggression against 

the dearest rights of the American people? 
The American cause had not its origin in the 
events of the two last years. It originated in the 
ears 1843 and 1844. conan that this cause 
istory, as all the papers 
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of the day agreed upon the facts at the time. | 
Two years old, sir!—and filled with corruption to | 
cuch a degree that they are unable to act together ! | 
Probably such asevere rebuke to those who were | 
elected as Americans to this House, and regard ] 
other issues aS paramount, may be eminently ser- | 
yiceable to those who, since they have been upon 

this floor, have shown their almost entire aban- 
Jjonment of the American question, so far as it 
relates to the organization of this House, and 
who have planted themselves upon the sectional 
jesues Which now agitate the country. The prin- | 
ciples of this party, based as they are upon those | 
tragical scenes Which occurred in the city and 
county of Philadelphia, and which overtook | 
Americans while in the enjoyment of their inher- 

ent rights, are not confined to the dark caverns, | 
with seareely a ray of light, as intimated by the 

honorable gentleman, but stand out fully embla- 

zoned on the banners and the constitution of 

every American association in this land. It is 

true that, for the purpose of meeting and defeating 

secret associations which were plotting—I say it 

fearlessly —the destruction of the liberties of this 

country, it was deemed appropriate that they 

should be met in like manner, until the name of 

Americans should be legion; until they could 

come forth drilled in the patriotic spirit of their 

fathers, to repel the invaders of their American 

rights. ; . ‘ 

“These principles, sir, are not to be found in dark 
caverns. They are to be found in the action of 
the very council of Philadelphia, spread forth to 
the world; and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
STEPHENS] is aS conversant in them as I myself 
am. If he is not, it is his own fault for not 
making himself acquainted with the principles 
which were there promulgated. Who dare speak, | 
sir, of the American party uniting themselves for 
the proscription of Roman Catholics? I have 
heard that charge repeatedly asserted, but I have | 
never yet heard it justified by a reference to the 
principles of the American party. The honor- 
able gentleman from the second district of Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Chandler,] who, last year, made 
such a flaming speech on the subject of the tem- || 
poral powér of the Pope, with the view of show- 
ing that the Pope does not endeavor to exercise | 
any temporal power whatever, except that inno- 
cently given to him by Christian princes for the 
simple purpose of his limited government, stated, 
in his patriotic emotion, that if he thought that 
the Pope and his army were about to come to 
invade our coasts, he would, if he were too | 
old to take the field, be found in his chamber, || 


and on his knees, invoking the God of nations || 
to preserve the liberties of his country from 
aggression. I believe in the sincerity of the gen- 
tleman’s [Mr. Chandler’s] patriotism when he 
made that remark; and I join him in it, and trust || 
that the gentleman from Georgia[ Mr. Steruens] , 
would also feel disposed to join him in such an 
expression. 
_ But I would go even further. So deep-rooted 
in my heart is the American principie on which 
we are organized, that no age could keep me from 
the field, where I should be found, if alive, wield- 
ing the weapon of defense against all invaders of | 
the liberties of my country. And I would say, | 
sir, that, in the pious and patriotic devotion of 
that gentleman, (Mr. Chandler,] and of those 
who agree with him on this floor, I, as an Amer- 
ican, and every member of the American associa- | 
ion, so far from proscribing those who differ with 
me and them on religious opinions, would stand 
sentinel in front of their altar while in their de- 
Votions to their God, but at the same time, sir, 
sentinels between their priesthood and the civil 
institutions founded by our fathers. No, sir, we 
are actuated by no proscription; nor is there any 
proscriptive feature in the whole policy of the | 
merican party. We adopt the glorious, pa- | 
trlotic principles of the great Father of his Coun- | 
try, whose idea and expressions were, that ‘it | 
does not aceord with the policy of this Govern- 
ment to bestow office, civil or military, upon for- | 
eigners, to the exclusion of our own citizens;’’ | 
and ‘as to immigration, I see no reason why it | 
pola be encouraged, except that of useful me- | 
lanics. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. STEPHENS. 
resolution on the table. 


Mr. SAGE. Lask the gentleman from Georgia | 





I now move to lay ihe! 
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(Mr. SrerHens} to withdraw that motion for a | this principle of Americanism without reference 





few minutes? 

Mr. STEPHENS. At the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. Sace] I withdraw 
my motion to lay on the table. 

-Mr. SAGE. I see by the course of discussion 
that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Sternens] 


|} and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


Broom] have got into a difficulty about the pre- 
cise principles of the American party, and I rise 
for the purpose of saying a few words in regard 
to the question involved. I, too, love the Union 
and the Constitution, and I believe | might say, 
with perfect sincerity, that the gentlemen on this 
side of the House are quite as devoted to the 
Constitution, ** in all its length and breadth and 
depth,’’ as either the gentleman from Georgia or 


| the gentleman from Pennsylvania; and that they 
| will be found standing shoulder to shoulder to 


protect the rights of the States under all circum- 
stances. And let me say, in this connection, 
that there is no gentleman on this floor who is 
more attached to the reserved rights of the States 


| than I am, and none that is more opposed to the 


surrender of these rights to the General Govern- 
ment than lam. When gentlemen consider the 
increasing honor and patronage of the Govern- 
ment, its disbursements now amounting to near 
$70,000,000 annually—and within twenty years, 
in my opinion, they wil reach $100,000,000 an- 
nually:—now, with this enormous expenditure, 
vatronage, and power in the General Government, 
i do not desire nor intend to allow, so far as I 
have the power to prevent, the surrender or ab- 
sorption of any of the reserved rights of the 
States, without such States’ free and full acqui- 
escence in the same, which I do not believe will 
ever be given by any State in the Union. 

3ut I desire to propound a question to the gen- 


| tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Broom] —— 


Mr. BROOM, (interrupting.) If the question 
has any reference to my remarks, or be merely 
put for explanation, I will answer it; but I do 
not concede the right to any gentleman in this 
House to catechise me on any subject what- 
ever. 

Mr. SAGE. 
from Pennsylvania was on the floor the first time 
to-day, that he was an anti-Nebraska man at 
home, for he spoke of the iniquity of the repeal 


I inferred, when the gentleman | 


of the Missouri compromise, and spoke of it as | 
a party measure—not as a mere sectional, but as | 


a party measure—and then he went on to speak 


of the absurdity of our attempting to do any- 


| thing by which we might undo the great wrong | 


done by that iniquity. Now, I wish to inquire 
of that honorable gentleman if he was not an 


anti-Nebraska man in the last canvass, when he 


was elected a member of this House? 
Mr. BROOM. I will reply to the question of 


beginning of it to the conclusion, I did not at- 
tend a single political meeting, nor make one 
solitary speech on any subject. 


| the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Sace,] by | 
| stating that, during the entire canvass, from the 


I will state, | 


furthermore, that when the Kansas-Nebraska | 


| bill was passed I did speak, at an anti-Nebraska 


meeting, against the propriety of having dis- 
turbed the Missouri compromise, because that 


that measure opened up the old see-saw between | 


the North and South, and allowed it to become 
again a subject of agitation in this country. 
honorable gentleman, my colleague, [Mr. Fut- 
LER,| has declared that he was opposed to the 
repeal of the Nebraska bill, but was also opposed 
to a fruitless effort to restore the Missouri com- 


promise, or to repeal the territorial law. That is 
my position, too. 
Mr. SAGE. There is one part of the gentle- 


| man’s answer to which I wish to call attention. 


I understood his colleague [Mr. Futter] the 


|| other day to define his position, and I under- 


stood then that the gentleman’s [Mr. Broom’s] 
position was the same. That was, that he was 
elected on an anti-Nebraska issue. I would ask 
the gentleman now, [Mr. Broom,] if he was not 
voted for in the last canvass by the anti-Nebras- 
ka men of his district? 

Mr. BROOM. I do not know, because I never 
considered the subject. I can only say that I 


‘| am not afraid to meet my constituents on the 


ground it seems prere to me to take. I believe 
that four fifths of the people of Pennsylvania are 
conservative in their ideas, and that they sustain 


An | 


in 











to the Nebraska bill. 

Mr. SAGE. I may say to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that my constituents are quite as 
conservative, I doubt not, as are his. And I 
want to say, in this connection, that I have been 
told that the honorable gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vama, (Mr. Furier,} who is supported by hun 
as candidate for the speakership, did address the 
people on this anti-Nebraska issue. And now I 
want to ask him what position he oceupies dif- 
ferent from that of the honorable gentleman, his 
predecessor, who voted for the bill, went home 
and made that the issue, and was defeated ina 
largely Democratic district, while he himself was 
elected by anti-Nebraska votes? 

Mr. BROOM. Do I understand the gentleman 
from New York as alluding to my predecessor? 
He was not a candidate. 

Mr. SAGE. I wantto know from the honor- 
able gentleman from Pennsylvania whether, when 
he received these anti-Nebraska votes, he knew 
as much—from the power in the other end of 
the Capitol and at the White House—about the 
impossibility of restoring the Missouri compro- 
mise line, as he knows this morning? I submit 
to this House that it does not come with a good 
grace from that gentleman, to get up here and 
read lectures to the gentlemen who_are true to 
their principles and to the constituents who sent 
them here. 

Mr. BROOM. I will respond to the gentleman 
cheerfully by saying, that out of upwards of 
three hundred letters I have received in reference 
to the difficulties that are besetting the House, 
the authors of only two have reminded me that 
they were anti-Nebraska men, and voted for me 
as such. 

Mr. SAGE, I! 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I ask 
the gentleman from New York to withdraw his 
motion to allow me to respond to my colleague. 

Mr. CADWALADER also sought the floor, 
and made the same request. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have the floor, sir. 

The CLERK. The Clerk must remind both 
gentlemen from Pennsylvania, that the gentle- 
man has not withdrawn his motion, and that no 
discussion is in order. 

Mr. CADWALADER. I desire to reply to 
the remarks of the gentleman from New York. 
I hope he will withdraw his motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I claim the floor. 

Mr. SAGE. Well, I will withdraw the motion. 

The CLERK. The motion will be withdrawn, 
unless objection be made. 

Mr. WHEELER. I object. 

Mr. LETCHER. I hope the motion will be 
withdrawn, and that we shall have a free ficht. 

Mr. CADWALADER. I desire to explain 
the position of my constituents, who have been 
misrepresented here 

The CLERK. No debate is in order. 

Mr. CADWALADER. What I have to say 
is in the nature of personal explanation. 

The CLERK. ‘The Clerk thinks that such an 
explanation would not be in order pending a mo- 
tion to lay on the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman from New 
York withdrew his motion to lay on the table. 

The CLERK. He proposed to withdraw it, 
but objection was made by the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Wueecer. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I understand that no ob- 
| jection is now made. 
The CLERK. Then, if there is no objection, 
| the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. PURYEAR. There is objection: L object. 
Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman front New 
| York had the right to withdraw his motion to lay 
| on the table. No one can object. 

| Mr. SAGE. I think I have the right; and I 
i 


move that the resolution be 


| Mr.CAMPBELL. I desire simply to say that 
| I cannot concur with my colleague, the honor- 
| able gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Broom, } 
| in the statement that certain members upon the 
| floor of the House have forgotten the principles 
| upon which they were elected, and have gone 
over entirely to a sectional party. I desire es- 
| pecially to explain my position here, because an 
| allusion was made in this connection to myselfa 
| few dayssince. Now, sir, I desire to explain my 











154 


position fully upon the question of the principle 
contained in the Kansas and Nebraska bill. I 
trust the House will pardon me if I find it neces- 
sary to refer to the remarks made by me some 
days since, and even if I should repeat, to some 
extent, what I then said. 

The people of the State of Pennsylvania, when 
the compromise resolutions of 1850 were passed, 
although those measures did not meet with the 
approbation of many of us, yet the great mass 
of the people of that State, acquiesced in them 
usa final settlement of the questions to which 
they referred, ‘They acquiesced for the purpose 
of putting the vexed question of slavery at rest. | 
Some of the measures embraced in that compro- 
mise were obnoxious to the people of Pennsy!l- 
vania, in common with the great mass of the 
people of the North, but they were willing for 
the sake of peace and compromise, to submit to 
them all wae the belief that the subject would 
never again be agitated. They believed then, as 
they believe now, that there was nothing in those 
compromise measures of 1850 which in any way 
disturbed, much less repealed, the Missouri com- 
promise of 1820, made by our fathers, and which 
the creat men of the nation, North and South, 
ledged themselves to abide by forever. 

Under that belief the public mind became quiet. 
We believed that the peace and quiet of the coun- 
try would not again be disturbed. We were 
willing to-abide by the resolutions of 1850, but 
we reprobated further agitation; and we were 
amazed when we heard that the distinguished 
Senator from Hlinois [Mr. Doveras] had pro- 
posed to repeal the Missouri compromise. We 
were alarmed and disgusted when we learned that 
the Missouri compromise was repealed by the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill. Let me say, that the 
public mind in Pennsylvania was then agitated 
in every direction upon the subject. 

Well, sir, the election of 1854 was held; and 1 
want to say to my colleague [Mr. Broom] that 
the present distinguished Executive of that State 
was known to be hostile to the Nebraska and 
iXansas bill, and in every public discussion during 
the canvass he so represented his views upon the 
subject, 

Mr. BROOM. 
to say a word? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. No, sir; I do not want to 
be interrupted. But, sir, | will say, that in the 
city of Philadelphia, in the very district repre- 
sented by my colleague, [Mr. Broom,] the gen- 
tleman now Governor of Pennsylvania, in that 
election, declared his continued hostility to the 
principle of the Kansas and Nebraska bill. 

And let me say, as I said before, that althoughg 
the Nebraska bill was not made an issue by the 

Imerican party in 1854, though that party had no 
plank in their platform upon the subject of sla- 
very, yet the people in Pennsylvania, irrespective 
of party, were opposed to that bill. Nineteen 
anti-Administration men were sent to this House 
pledged to oppose that principle; and there are six- 
teen out of the nineteen who have not been, and 
will not be, recreant to the high trust confided in 
them, and who are now, as they were in 1854, op- 
posed to the repeal of the Missouri compromise. 
And why the honorable gentleman from Tennes- 
see (Mr. Zo.uicorrer] undertakes to say that my 
position upon this question is enigmatical, I do 
not understand. I was nominated as an anti- 
Nebraska man. I represented myself as such in 
every town in my district. I made that issue | 
boldly then, and [make it now. And Inow say 
to the honorable gentleman from Tennessee, that 
1 will continue to oppose the repeal of the Mis- 
sourl compromise until I can be recreant to my 
constituents, my country, and myself. 

One word in reference to my colleague from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Fuiier,}] who has, by his 
answers to certain questions addressed to him 
some days since, surrendered the whole ground 
upon that subject. I entertain the highest cane 
for that gentleman, for whom many members 
upon this floor have cast, and continue to cast, | 
their votes for the speakership. But I want it 
understood distinctly, that it was my understand- 
ing that that gentleman was elected to this House 
in Opposition to Mr. Wright, who voted for the 
Nebraska bill, and that was the issue made in 
the canvass between them; and, according to my | 
understanding, my colleague [Mr. Fuuier] was 


Will the 


gentleman allow me 
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him to take his seat upon this floor as such, and 


[ voted for him, as my first choice for Speaker, as | 


an anti-Nebraska candidate. 
The Democratic party in Pennsylvania, as the 
votes in the House for the last five weeks will 


show, are here only in strength sufficient to add | 


to the confusion of that party in this body, and 
are thus in the minority because they advocated 


in that canvass the principle of the Kansas and Ne- | 


braska bill, and opposed the doctrines advocated 
by the great American party. They came into 


power on the compromise propositions of 1850, 


and in their train followed the present Executive, 
with twenty-seven States, and over one hundred 
and sixty members of the popular branch in the 
last Congress. Where are they now? That party, 
collected here around their ruined altar, is con- 
fessedly too weak to organize the House, and 
only able to aid factions, and thereby prevent 
progress with the regular business of the country. 


Let me say to gentlemen now, as I have said | 
before, that I am still an anti-Nebraska man, | 


and that I will continue to act with the gentlemen 


who are opposed to the principles of the Kansas- | 
Nebraska bill. Yet,inall the distinctive American | 


doctrines, | am as sound as my colleague, [Mr. 
Broom. | 
Pennsylvania repudiated the twelfth section; and 
if the honorable gentleman will acknowledge the 
authority of the council which met in the city of 
Reading, he cannot advocate the election of any 
gentleman on that section. I desire to say it to 


the people of the great commercial city of Phila- | 


delphia, that I believe they are anti-Nebraska 


| to the core; that I believe they voted for the 


| call historical. 


Executive of Pennsylvania and for honorable 
gentlemen on this floor, because they were not 
willing that the institution of slavery should ob- 
tain any advantage from the repeal of the Missouri 
compromise of 1820. 

After this explanation, Mr. Clerk, I hope that 
members will not point to my position as enig- 
matical. I am here in opposition to all the fea- 
tures of the Kansas-Nebraska act; and I shall 
so remain. I will vote for any gentleman on the 
floor of this House who professes to staud by 
the true principles of Americanism, and hostility 
to the Kansas-Nebraska act. 

Mr. CADWALADER,. Mr. Clerk, Ido not 
rise with the slightest desire of interfering with 
these domestic dissensions in the family of the 
so-called American party. This quarrel they 
may fight out in detail for our present and future 
instruction, if not for theirimprovement oradvant- 
age. Irise, because there fell from my colleague, 
{[Mr. Broom,] with what I believe to have been 
a deluded, though perfect sincerity, certain ref- 
erences to past occurrences which he chooses to 
These are the melancholy occur- 


| rences at Philadelphia in the years 1843 and 1844, 


| when this American party was, for a brief season, 


| an open instead of a secret organization. 


In 
those days there were occurrences which the 
honorable gentleman truly describes as historical; 
but he has given what I believe to be an altogether 
erroneous statement of the historical facts to 
which he refers. 

Let me brietly state what is the version of those 
who differ from him with equal sincerity of belief, 
and with at least equal means of knowledge. In 


| every great city, crowded with inhabitants, there 


is a portion of the population ready to take part 
in any scenes of rapine, or murder, or arson, or 
religious persecution—oftenses which, for polit- 
ical purposes, I class in the same category. For 
the misdeeds of such persons, the rest of the 


_ population is to a very limited extent responsible, 


if responsible at all. Sir, my native city is not 
exempt from the unavoidable curse of having 
within her limits a class of such outlaws. Thank 
God! but a small portion of her population is of 
thatdescription. Inthe years 1843-"44there were 
heralded, in front of the dwelling-houses ofa por- 
tion of our naturalized population who professed 
a religion entitled in this land to equal toleration 
with any other, placards and banners, and paraded 
through the streets which they inhabited with 
every species of public demonstration insulting to 


| their religious creed. Mobs, composed of such 


i| 


outlaws as I have described, paraded, as is usual, 
through certain suburbs of the city, side by side 
with those who thus tauntingly displayed these 
insulting insignia. As soon as a few poor hum- 


eleeted as an anti-Nebraska man. 1 understood || ble naturalized citizens were goaded into natural 


LOBE. 


And I say to him, that the State of | 
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es 
| expressions of resentment at these unprovoked 
| insults, then, sir, began a work of which | will 
only mention the results. The results will suf. 
fice. ‘These results were the burning of dwelling. 
houses, every one of which was inhabited by 
naturalized citizens and Catholics. 
Mr. WHITNEY. Let me ask the gentleman 
uestion. 
_ Mr. CADWALADER. In a moment. | 
| say, and I repeat it, that they burned dwelline. 
houses of poor, unoffending citizens, not one of 
them a native-born, and not one of them a Pro. 
testant. It did not cease here. What followed? 
Churches were next destroyed, and their ruins 
smoked in the city for days. The churches 
were those of our fellow-citizens who professed 
the Catholic religion. What was the consequence? 
| This party, which thus, fora season, attempted an 
| open organization, dwindled while it was thus an 
open organization into a miserable, pitiful rem. 
nant of a faction. Disgraced and deserted, jt 
shrank from the light and disappeared. When, 
and how, did it reappear? It reappeared after 
some years as a secret organization. And why? 
Because its professors had the sagacity to per- 
ceive, or had learned from experience, that, dines 
ever they openly disclosed their principles, every 
man of education and of liberal and enlightened 
| patriotism would shrink, as the members of their 
party on this floor now shrink, from some of the 
| propositions which had been inculeated in their 
secret conventicles. I say it to the honor of the 
gentlemen who, on reflection, do so. Here we 
find one member disclaiming that portion; an- 
other member this portion; and a third member 
another portion of what this so-called American 
party had primarily proclaimed as their distinctive 
principles. 
Mr. WHITNEY. The gentleman from Penn- 
| sylvania has given to the House the beginning 
/ and the sequel to what he is pleased to designate 
asa history. I would ask him to relate the inter- 
mediate events of that history. What causes led 
to the incendiary acts of which he speaks? What 
provocation was given? Were not Americans 
| murdered in cold blood in the public streets? 
|| Were they not slain by the assassin’s bullets, fired 
| from those very houses, and by those very for- 
eigners, at a moment when those American citi- 
|| zens were peaceably exercising a constitutional 
| rieht? 
| “Mr. CADWALADER. I will answer the 
| gentleman, although what he calls a question is, 
| 


a 


in an interrogative form, a repetition of the very 
assertion of my colleague to which I had risen 
to reply. Ithas been asserted 

Mr. WHITNEY, (interrupting.) ‘Will the 
| gentleman answer my question, whether Ameri- 
cans were not murdered from those houses? 

Mr. CADWALADER. It has been asserted, 
and the assertion has been contradicted, that the 
/event stated by the gentleman from New York 
| . . 
‘occurred. I, myself, do not believe it; and I 
never did. 

Mr. WHITNEY. Whatever diversity of state- 
ment may have appeared to palliate the atrocity, 
there could exist no diversity of fact. The cold 
corpses of eight murdered Americans were there, 
the ghastly, but silent witnesses of the deed! 

r. CADWALADER, I reply by saying 
that there were two versions of shies frets, and 
also as to the origin of the occurrence. There 
are always on such occasions contradictory asser- 
tions on the question which ome was the ag- 
gressor. The gentleman from New York, I say 
again, has only repeated, in the form of an inter- 
rogatory, what my colleague from Pennsylvania 
primarily asserted. There is here again, then, I 
repeat, a different version of that part of those 
occurrences. , 

If the fact were even so, that a poor foreigner 
or Catholic was taunted into an act of lawless 
retaliation for unprovoked insults, would that 
have justified, from men claiming to be enlight- 
ened native citizens, and calling themselves Amer- 
icans,—would it have justified a species of revenge 
such as was perpetrated on that oceasion, In & 
country calling itselfa land of freedom ,—a revenge 
more cruel, more brutal, and more ferocious than 
that of the savages of the wilderness? : 

Mr. EDIE. I move that the resolution be laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. WALKER. I would ask the gentleman 
| from Pennsylvania to indulge me for five minutes. 
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“Mr. EDIE, Will the gentleman renew the 
motion 


Mr. WALKER. I will. ‘ 

Mr. EDIE. Then I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. WALKER. I have not sought the floor, 
Mr. Clerk, for the purpose of participating in this 
jiscussion, OF with a view of attempting anything 
like a defense of the principles of the American 
arty, Which have this day been assailed. It is 
my intention, at an apprerente season, and 
when by the rules of the House I may have time 
ample enough to enable me to do the subject 
justice, to avail myself of such an occasion for 
that purpose. But I rise now, sir, for a different 
object. The debate to which we have listened 
this morning has, as has been very apparent, af- 
forded great pleasure and amusement to one side 
of the House; and whenever the family quarrel, 
if I may call it so, amongst the members of the 
so-called American party, became warmer and 
warmer, and whenever the Clerk’s hammer fell, 
why, sir, cries were heard from the so-called 
Democratic portion of this House of ‘ Let the 
gentleman go on.”? They enjoyed this species 
of whatthey doubtless considered mutual slaugh- 
ter. 5 5 - 

Now, sir, I have no objection to some merriment 
and amusement, even if be at the expense of 
those who claim to belong to the American party; 
but Lam unwilling that all the amusement shall 
be upon one side of the House. While the debate 
has tended to show that there is not entire unity 
and harmony in the American party, and while 
that disclosure here has provoked merriment on 
the part of my Democratic friends, I beg to call 
their attention to an authoritative declaration as 
to the condition of their own party, and see 
whether or not there is the most commendable 
harmony in their own ranks. Sir, I read from 
no ephemeral newspaper of the day; I read from 
a speech delivered by one of their most distin- 
guished and eloquent members—a gentleman now 
occupying a seat upon this floor, and who distin- 
guished himself as a member during the last Con- 
gress, and especially in reference to the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill. Here, sir, is what he has but 
very lately Said, with regard to the Democratic 
party. (Loud cries of ‘His name!’’}] I will 
give his name presently. He is in my eye, and 
within the sound of my voice. He is anentirely 
orthodox State-Rights Democrat. 

After speaking upon the general topics of the 
day; the condition of parties; the fragments into 
which they had, under the force and stress of 
circumstances, been resolved in all sections of the 
country, he came down to speak of the then and 
the present condition of the Democratic party, 
and here is what he says: 


“How fares it now with the Democratic party? Its ban- 


nersstill glance in the sun, and its legions still rally at their | 


chieftains’ biddings. But what inscriptions are on the 
banners? and what cries resound over the field? Are 
not the Softs the Democratic party in New York? And 
have they not upon their flag the Wilmot proviso, in the 
shape of ¢ ae hostility to the extension of 
slave territory?? Did not Bigler, in his canvass for Gov- 
ernor of Pennsylvania, carry a banner with Free-Soil on 
one side and Conservatism on the other? Did not the 
party in all the New England States skulk from the slavery 
question? Is the pieture any brighter in the Northwest? 
Where, in all that region, save Illinois, have the constitu- 
tional rights of the South been upheld? How stands the 
party even upon the Nebraska bill ? 

“Inthe free States it is maintained upon the ground of 
squatter sovereignty, and alien suffrage, and northern fa- 
cilities for colonization. Canthe South uphold it upon these 
grounds? Who here will indorse the monstrous doctrine 
of squatter sovereignty, born of political cowardice and 
selfish ambition? Where, then, is the unity of the Demo- 
cratic party? It differs in the defense even of its funda- 


mental measures.”? 

That is the language employed by my honor- 
able friend from South sad a (Mr. Reirr] in 
aspeech lately delivered at Barnwell court-house, 
inthe State of South Carolina. [Much merri- 
ment.] Now, what a spectacle is here presented ? 
Some days ago, my distinguished friend from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Cox,] in an able effort upon 
this floor, for the purpose of showing how much 
dissension and difference of opinion there is in 
the Democratic party, thought proper to call to 
the stand as witnesses certain gentlemen ranged 
and fighting under a hostile banner, in order to 
show what had been the course of the discussion 

y Democrats in the free States upon the Kan- 
sas-Nebraska bill. Shortly afterwards, the dis- 
Unguished gentleman from Georgia, {Mr. eer 
1 spirit of rebuke, capricecd hia surprise an¢ 
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astonishment that any man coming from the | 
| southern States should, for the purpose even of 


exposing the weakness and division of an ad- 


| verse party, resort to such testimony. Now, sir, 
I do not do that upon this occasion. I go to their 
/own household, and take as my witness one of 


their best, their ablest, and most reliable members. 
Now I did not rise for the purpose of making | 
a speech. I had no idea that this discussion 


| would have sprung up in this Hall this morning. 
| I have heard, coming from the Americans, much 


said about Americanism, which I cannot but feel 
is utterly abhorrent to my sense of right and 
justice. But, sir, I could not well keep silence 
when I saw the repast which my Democratic 
friends seemed to be enjoying, in witnessing what 
they considered a family quarrel in the American 
party. They may take the testimony of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Kerrr] as 
to their own condition, and I think the laugh will 
be upon the other side. 

I promised to renew the motion to lay the reso- || 
lution upon the table, and Inow make that motion. 

The question was put upon the motien to lay 
the resolution upon the table, and the Clerk de- 
clared that it was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. BROOM. I demand the yeas and nays, 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the call is 
too late. 


Mr. FLORENCE. 


I desire to say a word or 


‘ ~ . - - 
| two in reference to some remarks which fell from 


| move that when this House adjourns it adjourn to 


| to set the position of the American party right 


my colleague. [Cries of ‘*Call the roll!’’] I 


meet on Wednesday next. 
Mr. READE. I desire a few minutes in order 


before the House, and in reply to some remarks 


| which have fallen from the gentleman from Geor- 


gia, [Mr. StreprHens. 
Mr. FLORENCE. 


I have been struggling 


| several times to get the floor during the morning, 


and [ am not inclined to relinquish it now I have 
got it. Do I understand that the Clerk recog- 
nized me as having the floor? 

The CLERK. The Clerk did recognize the 
gentleman. 

Mr. BROOM. 
a moment? 


Will the gentleman allow me 
I rise to a question of order. The 


| result of the vote on the motion to lay upon the 


table had not been announted when I demanded 
the yeas and nays. I wish to have the decision 
of the Clerk upon the question whether my de- 
mand was not In time. 

The CLERK. The Clerk distinctly recollects 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania called for 
the yeas and nays after the result of the vote had 
been announced. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I trust there will be no 
objection to taking the yeas and nays upon the || 
question, as the gentleman called for them. 

Mr. MORGAN. The question has been once 
decided, and I object to going back. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania rises to say, that the decision upon the mo- 
tion to lay the resolution on the table had not 
been announced when he called for the yeas and | 
nays. The Clerk thinks the question h 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I beg leave to suggest 


| to the Clerk, that after he has decided that a mo- 


' 


tion is carried or lost, it is not too late to call for 
the yeas and nays. Such was the practice of the 
House when I was familiar with it. It is not too 
late, because the Constitution authorizes one fifth 


| of the members to require that a record shall be 


made of the vote by yeas and nays; and until 
the House passes to some other business, or has 


| taken some step towards other business, it is not 


too late to demand the yeas and nays. | 
Mr. EDIE. According to the position of the 
gentleman from Georgia, the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania is too late in his demand, because | 


a motion has since been submitted. 
Mr. MORGAN. After a question has been 
once decided, I think we should abide by it; and 
I object to bringing up the matter again. 
Mr. FLORENCE, I think the difficulty can 
be obviated by offering the same resolution again. 
Mr. BROOM, I withdraw my demand for the 
yeas and nays. 


Mr. COBB. 


I understand the gentleman from 


| Pennsylvania withdraws his demand for the yeas | 
, and nays; but nevertheless | cannot acquiesce in 


ad been } 
| decided before he heard or recognized the gentle- 
| man. 
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the decision of the Chair. I know that for the 
two years I had the honor of presiding over this 
House, and for two years previous thereto, the 
practice as I have laid it down existed, and as 
that practice is confirmed by the Constitution, I 
cannot yield the point. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I withdraw my motion in 
reference to the adjournment, and move to re- 
scind the rule by which debate has been limited 
toten minutes. During the discussion this morn- 
ing between the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
{Mr. ee and my immediate colleague, as to 
the position which the American party occupies in 
the State of Pennsylvania, and during the very 
eloquent appeal of my colleague to the American- 
ism of sentnendn upon this floor, to unite and 
effect the election of a Speaker by the union of 
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| those elements of Americanism, the gentleman 


possibly forgot the position of the American party 


| in the State of Pennsylvania a few short months 
ago. 


I desired, during a former discussion be- 
tween the Pennsylvania members upon this floor, 
to recite a small portion of the history of the com- 
mingling of the ‘‘black spirits and white, the 


| blue spirits and gray,’’ in the State of Pennsyl- 


vania. Just previous to the last State election, 
there were three distinct nominations made in our 
State. The American party, through its councils, 
nominated Peter Martin as candidate for Canal 
Commissioner 

Mr. CUMBACK, (interrupting.) I desire to 
know what the question is before the House? 

Mr. FLORENCE, I do not yield the floor. 

Mr. CUMBACK. I rise to a question of 
order. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania moves to rescind the ten-minute rule. 

Mr. CUMBACK. The gentleman, then, is not 
speaking to his motion. 

The CLERK. The Clerk does not undertake 
to confine gentlemen, in their discussion, to the 
motion before the House. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The Whigs nominated 
Joseph Henderson, and the Republican party 
nominated the martyr, so called, Passmore Wil- 
liamson, for Canal Commissioner. Confusion 
worse confounded reigned within our borders. A 
convention, meeting at night, in the city of Har- 
risburg, the capital of our State, engineered by 
David Wilmot—— 

Mr. COVODE. I desire to correct the gentle- 
man in his statement. 


Mr. FLORENCE. 





The gentleman can have 


| an opportunity, after I shal! have finished what I 


have to say, to vindicate the truth of history, so 
far as the character and ee of gentlemen par- 


| ticipating in it are concerned, and who the individ- 


uals were. The facts, however, of the action of 
thatcommingling, I apprehend, will not be denied 
I, indeed, do not care who the individuals were who 


|| initiated that night session, at the sacrifice of the 


| spirit of Americanism, as understood by my im- 
mediate colleague, [Mr. Broom,] who is a na- 


| tional or atwelfth-section American. 


This night 
session—and I suppose the gentleman [Mr. Co- 
vopr] will justify me in the declaration that the 
meeting took place at night—this night session, 
held somewhere in Harrisburg, in the 

6¢ Wee sma’ hours ayont the twal,”’ 

or perhaps it is more truthful to say it pro- 
longed its deliberations until between one and 
two in the morning—concluded, with the consent 
of the chairman of the American organization, to 
withdraw the name of Peter Martin. The chair- 
man of the Whig Central Committee withdrew 
the name of Joseph Henderson; and that portion 
of them who sympathized with the so-generally 
called martyr, Passmore Williamson, took down 
his name; and they nominated Thomas Nichol- 
| son as the candidate of the fusion party. They 
did it—these patriotic Americans did it—because 
| Pennsylvania could only thus speak against the 
iniquity of the Nebraska swindle, as they were 
pleased to denominate it, and by fusion with all 
the isms, and by the medium to which I have re- 
ferred. 

My colleague [Mr. Broom] will therefore ac- 
complish nothing by appealmg to, or invoking 
the spirit of Americanism upon this floor, so far 
as many of our colleagues are concerned. ‘They 
are wedded to the isms of the day, and I presume 
| care but little for Americanism, except so far 

as it may be made available to the support and 
| success of Abolitionism, Free-Soilism, or some 
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other, or all, of the single ideas of the day. I fear 


National Americanism is not to be found in their | 


political vocabulary, or is not regarded as the 
substantial element of success in their ardent 


contest for the Speakership proceeding daily on || ! 
|| my honorable friend from South Carolina, | Mr. | 
And, sir, I think—to give the authority | 


this floor. This much I feel it to be my duty to 
say to gentlemen who are talking of the national 
organization of the American party in Pennsyl- 
vania;and, Mr. Clerk, let me say to the gentleman 
from the Schuylkill district, {Mr. ees 
that the commercial people of Philadelphia—an 


I can speak for a large portion of the American | 


party there—are opposed to the agitation of this 
question of slavery. Philadelphia, at least, stands 
out in her national position as an advocate of the 


equal rights of the citizens of all the States ofthis | 


Confederacy. And this is evidenced by the 
declaration of many of the American councils 
sustaining by resolutions, which have been pub- 
lished in the newspapers of the city of Philadel- 
hia, the position of my colleagues [Messrs. 
yee and Mitiwarp] in their votes for Speaker 
in the contest now going on here. And I say to 


these gentlemen, that as far, atleast, as the city 


of Philadelphia is concerned, they, by their | 


national position, coincide with the universal sen- 
timent of its citizens. 

I have no hesitation in declaring that Philadel- 
phia, in its length and breadth, will prove itself 
eminently national in all its acts, opinions, and 
sentiments, and will adhere to that position, sus- 
taining, by its great commercial, social, and polit- 
ical influence and power, the declaration of the 
Sage of the Hermitage, “The Union, it must be 
preserved,”’ 

And now, sir, the gentleman refers to the scenes 
which took 
1844. I had hoped, sir, that a veil would have 
been forever thrown over the disgrace inflicted on 
the fair fame of my native city at that period. 
But, sir, as the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Waker] introduced evidence on this floor a 


moment ago, so do I now introduce, as a witness | 


against the American party, a gentleman of their 
own, now occupying a prominent position in their 
own party. The Hon. Edward Joy Morris, my 
predecessor on this floor, and my competitor at 
the last election,—although now professing to be 
a representative of the American principles, and 
nominated by the American party,—in a speech 


which he delivered during a contest between my || 


immediate predecessor, himself, and myself, sev- 
eral years ago, said that the burning walls of St. 
Augustine should proclaim their infamy—refer- 
ring to the then Native American organization—to 
all coming time. And I will state to you, Mr. 
Clerk, that that temple, dedicated to the worship 


of the living God, which was thus burned down, | 
was at least a mile, and probably more than a | 


mile, from the scene of either of the riots which 
disgraced our city in 1844. The people worship- 
ing at its altar—execept that they entertained a 
religious belief obnoxious to the violent mob 
which disgraced our city at that time—had com- 
mitted no offense. I might retort upon gentle- 
men, by referring to the scenes which took place 
recently in Cincinnati, in Louisville, and in New 
Orleans, where the ballot-boxes were broken to 
pieces to prevent an expression by American 
citizens of their opinions how America should be 
ruled, but I will notdo so. All good citizens, all 
lovers of our country, and its glorious institu- 
tions, deprecate appeals to the passions of a mob, 
which ‘rules the hour ’’ of madness, and are then 
held in abhorrence by even those who have for- 
gotten their duty and self-respect by a participa- 
oY inthem. God knows——[Here the hammer 
fell, . 
Mr. BOCOCK. I have not arisen, Mr. Clerk, 
at the present time, to enter into a discussion on 
the resolution submitted by my friend from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. FLorence;] neither have I arisen 
for the purpose of taking part in the discussion 
of the principles of the great American party, 
which has cut so distinguished a figure here this 
morning. I have arisen for an entirely different 
paren: The honorable gentleman from Ala- 
sama, (Mr. Waxxer,] appearing not to enjoy 
wite so much as we did on this side of the 
ouse the amusement which was produced by 
the manifest harmony and concord of the great 
American family, arose for the purpose—as he de- 
clared—of showing that the Democratic party were 
scarcely more harmonious. And he did succeed 











ace in the city of Philadelphia in | 

















| in showing that a little laugh could be produced 


at the expense of this side of the House. How, 
| sir, did the gentleman do that? He undertook to 


of faith and doctrines, by citing the authority of 


Kerr. | 
the more point and the more force—he claimed 
that that honorable and distinguished gentleman 
is a member of the Democratic party, anda lead- 
ing member of that party. Sir, no man respects 
more than I do the talents and merits of the hon- 
orable member from South Carolina, but I take 
it upon myself to say—and he will not contradict 
the assertion which I make—that he is not claimed 
by the Democratic party as a member, nor does 
| he claim, himself, to be a member of that organi- 
zation. He agrees with many of our principles. 
He sides with us on many of the important 
issues, 
ber of the Democratic party; and I believe that 
| when he made that very speech referred to by the 
| gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Watker,] he 
| was persuading his fellow-citizens of South Car- 
olina not to send delegates to the Democratic Con- 
vention at Cincinnati. 

jut, sir, as the gentleman from Alabama has 
undertaken to produce authority, and has made 
the condition of the Democratic party a question 


of authority, I rise for the purpose of introducing | 


some on our part to counterbalance that which 
he has introduced. I shall not cite the authority 
_ of any man with whom the gentleman from Ala- 
_bama is not acquainted, nor shall I take authority 
| about the validity of which the gentleman may 
raise any question. I refer, sir, to the distin- 


| guished member from the Mobile district of the | 


| State of Alabama [Mr. Watker] himself. Do we 
not all know that he rose on this floor in the early 
part of the session, and in a very patriotic speech 


| said, that the conservative men of this House | 
ought to unite for the purpose of organizing it; | 


and to show his appreciation of the soundness of 
the Democratic party here, he invited them to 
meet the national Americans, and other conserv- 
ative men of this body, in friendly consultation? 
He was willing to unite with us in consultation 
and to coéperate with us. What was that butan 
| indorsement of the conservative position of the 
| Democratic party in this House? Ay, sir, the 
honorable gentleman, when he comes to serious 
work, cannot help recollecting the old paths in 


which he lately relied, and the old doctrines which 
he, a short time ago, revered. Yes, sir, though 
his new love in the beginning may have been 


strong, and though he is still fighting under an- | 
other name and a new flag, yet he cannot help | 


turning occasionally back in memory to the time 

when he was working earnestly, faithfully, and 
| effectively with the Democratic party, and he 
| cannot refrain from occasionally rendering them 
| the tribute of his admiration for their sound and 
conservative faith and position. 

Mr. WALKER. Will the gentleman 

Mr. BOCOCK. The gentleman will excuse 
me; I shall be through in a minute. 

Mr. WALKER. Ido not ask the gentleman 
to yield. Lonly hope the House will allow me 
to reply when he gets through; that is all. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Now, Mr. Clerk, one word 
more. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr.Wa.x- 
| ER] referred also to the speech recently made 
/upon this floor by my friend from Kentucky 

{Mr. Cox} over the way, who is now in my eye. 
| That gentleman did undertake, the other day, in 
the course of his remarks, to call forth the testi- 
mony of gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, bitterly opposed in politics both to him 
_and myself, to prove unsoundness and want of 
/ harmony in the Democratic party. Yet in that 
| very speech, in a candid moment, the gentleman 
| himself [Mr. Cox] admitted that the Democratic 

party were sound and conservative, and only 
asked that we should make the same admission 
| for him and his party. 
| 








Mr, COX. Will the gentleman allow me to 
explain ? 
r. BOCOCK. I have but a word more. I 
| say, that having the admission or declaration of 
the gentleman from Alabama, and of the gentle- 

man from Kentucky, both of them acting in an- 
tagonism to the Democratic ty, as to the 
soundness and conservatism of that party, may 





3ut yet he does not claim to be a mem- | 


which he lately found safety, the old party on | 
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establish our want of harmony and uniformity | 














we not claim to offset them against the contra 
statement of my friend from South Carolin 
[Mr. Kerrr,] who does not belong to our cule 
ization? The question as to the relative wewh; 
of these authorities I can safely leave to the i. 
orable gentleman from Alabama. ; 

Mr. WALKER. The object I had in yie 

! ow 
at first has been partially attained. It was to 
awaken avoice from the ol Democracy. I wished 
to ascertain, if possible, whether anything like 
party conscience was left among them. [Laugh. 
ter.] My object was to ascertain whether there 
was anything like a spirit of fairness left amono 
them. My friend from Virginia [Mr. Bococx] 
has undertaken a response, and what does it 
show? 

“ Let the galled jade wince.” 
The gentleman says that 1 am a credible ang 
good witness to what he calls the conservatisry 
of the Democratic party. 

And, sir, the honorable gentleman would fain 
involve me in an inconsistency. Why, in the 
remarks I addressed to the House the other day, 
did I use the word conservatism, as applied to 
the Democratic party? And, sir, this morning, 
what was my object? what my aim? I called to 
my aid one who is not a Democrat in the tech- 
nical sense of that term, but who has been assid- 
uously and constantly pulling under the yoke of 
the Democratic party and of the Democratic cay- 
cus; who has voted, from the opening of the ses- 
sion up to the present time, for the nominee of the 
Democratic party for Speaker. I cited the speech 
made by him at Barnwell court-house, in South 
Carolina, not for the purpose of showing that his 
argument was against the conservatism of the 
Democratic party, but for the purpose, as I then 
stated, of showing that there was no unity or har- 
mony of feeling or opinion in that party. I said 
that they had misled the country by substituting 
a measure for a principle. I said that your party 
had advocated -the Kansas and Nebraska bill in 
one latitude, because it contained what they called 
the great idea of popular or squatter sovereignty; 
in another latitude, it was supported for another 
and a wholly different reason. And what was 
that? , 

Sir, what is the prevailing southern opinion on 
the question of territorial government. Why, 
take it to be this, in spite of the authority of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones, ] and the 
equally, in my opinion, unsound and objection- 
able opinion of the honorable gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Cirneman, | to the contrary. 
What, I say, is the prevailing opinion in the South 
upon that subject? I will briefly state what | con- 
sider it to be. 

I believe that the Territories are the common 
property of the States as co-sovereigns; that to- 
these Territories the people of all the States have 
equally the right to emigrate, and to take their 
property of every kind with them; that Congress 

1as no power to prohibit the introduction of that 
erry whatever it may be; that the people of 
the Territories have no power, while in a con- 
dition of territorial pupilage; that the Territorial 
Legislatures have no power to legislate upon the 
subject of slavery; that not until the people of 
the State meet in convention for the purpose of 
framing an organic law, preparatory to their ad- 
mission into the Union as a sovereign State, does 
the power to legislate upon the question of slavery 
spring into being. 5 

Now, sir, to go back to the purpose for which 
I arose. [ did admit in the speech to which 
the gentleman from Virginia alluded, (and | am 
ready frankly now to admit) the conservatism of 
the Democratic party. Yet, sir, when I presented 
a proposition by way of compromise, the other 
day, to the Democratic party of the House, how 
was it received? It was spurned (though not 
in terms personally offensive) by the leader of 
that party in this House. (I allude to J. Guancr 
Jones. of Pennsylvania.) I ask this House, 
then—I ask the country, if the manner in which 
they received it was not a recognition of the same 
spirit of want of confidence and discontent t¢ 
which I have alluded? ' 

Now, sir, what I said was simply this: that I 
was tired of this vain s le; that while I ad- 
mitted, to a certain extent, the force of party ob- 
ligations, yet there was in my mind, and I trusted 
always would be, a sense of obligations higher 
than those of party. I believed that the country 
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was demanding a et organization of this 1 words to say to the House at this time. 1 decive | lantern, but in the full glare of open ‘day. We 


House, and for one UK 
thing even like a surrender of party position, and 
ask the thinking, the thoughtful, and the con- | 
servative men—the men who are content with 
things as they are, the men who are prepared to 
stand by existing laws of the land, and who are 
moved by a sense of duty, by every demand of 
jatriotism, by the reverence which they owe to 
the past, by the hopes which they should enter- | 
tain for the future of our country—to meet on a 
common platfornt, making mutual surrenders, and 
banishing for a time to his dark and unholy den 
the fell spirit of party, and see whether they 
could not, as good men and true, as real patriots, | 
effect an organization of this House as it should 
be, for the sake of the laws and the general peace 
of the country. wile 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bocock] 
expresses his regret that [ should have left the 
«ood old paths in which I have been accustomed 
totread.”? I beg him to dismiss his anxiety upon | 
that score. Iam walking in the path cut out by 
our fathers, and which leads to the Constitution; 
a path whereon there are no false lights to blind 
me—a path from which I cannot be won to leave 
by the ignes fatut which have led others into the 
quagmires of partyism. 

Mr. COX. I desire to make a personal ex- 
planation. : ‘ 

Mr. READE. With the gentleman’s indul- 
cence, | would just say a word, 

“Mr. COX. Ihave but a few remarks to make, 
and the gentleman can have the floor when I con- 
clude what I have to say. 

Mr. READE. Very well. I will wait till 
then. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Clerk, I had no idea that I | 
would have been involved in this discussion. | 
My friend from Virginia [Mr. Bocock] rose up, 
and as | happened to accidentally pass up the 
main entrance, he casta little pebble atme. Iam 
sure that he did not intend to charge me with any 
inconsistenéy in any assertions of mine; but it 
did seem as though he wanted to place me in the 

sition of summoning witnesses to the stand 
in order to prove a fact which I did not myself | 
believe. In the course of my remarks the other 
day, I did say that I thought the Democratic party | 
was sound on the slavery question, taking the | 
resolutions of their caucus as being the expressed 
sentiment and belief of that party. But nobody 
could have inferred from my remarks on the oc- 
casion mentioned, that I was of the opinion that 
every member of that party was sound on the | 
slavery question. Byno means. Ido not judge 
aparty by the practice or the faith of some of | 
its votaries. It is an unfair way of reaching the | 
fact. It is proved, however, by the testimony | 
which I adduced before the tease. that the | 
Kansas-Nebraska act was advocated by Demo- 
crats of the North as a measure of freedom. 1 
brought the witnesses to the stand, and there 
was a rattling of dry bones. [Laughter.] 

Is it possible that it has come to this, that the 
spirit of the Democratic party is in opposition to | 
the statement, on this floor, of the exact history | 
of issues in a political canvass? You charge me | 
with proscription. I wHl not go into a discussion 
of that point to-day; but I have not, and never 
shall, go so far as to say that the Representative | 
of any portion of the American people shall not | 
testify to the points of a political controversy || 
Which has agitated the nation. | 








Gentlemen in the other end of the Capitol—hon- | 
orable Senators—have thought proper to allude | 
‘0 an inquisition that was alleged to have taken 
place here. They, in their statements, only served | 
to bear out the testimony of the witnesses in this | 
House, that the Democratic arty of the North | 
took the ground that the peo le of the Territories | 
had the right to legislate on the subject of slavery | 
during their territorial existence, and, by impli- 
cation, that it was a great measure for freedom. 

Say, again, when a party comes into this House 
and presents a resolution correct in itself, that I 
am willing to admit the platform is sound; but I 
‘amnot help condemning the hypocrisy of men | 
who say, ‘*I advocate it on that ground here, but | 
‘ake another one at home.” This is my view of | 
the matter; and is all I have to say. I yield | 


‘o the gentleman from North Carolina, | Mr. 
EADE 


Mr. 


RADE, Mr. Clerk, I have only a few 


marks which were made by the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Steruens,} in regard to the charge 
of religious intolerance against the American 
party, simply for the purpose of stating our po- 
sition in reference to the subject. And when cur 
position is known, when there can be no doubt 
about it, we may then, at the proper time, chal- 
lenge discussion on it, not in the sense of defi- 
ance, but in this sense: that on any position we 
take, we are willing to meet a manly argument 
in a manly way. 


I admit, if the charge which is made against the | 


American party is true in the sense in which it is 
made and understood, that it then ought to go 
down; but the charge is untrue in the sense in 
which itis made and understood. Those, there- 
fore, who make it ought to cease to make it, or 
make it good. Manliness requires it. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I will, with the gentleman’s 
permission, ask him a question. 


If the gentle- | 


man’s so-called American party is not proscrip- | 
tive, why then did the National Council which | 


met at Philadelphia reject the Catholic portion 
of the Louisiana delegation ? 

Mr. READE. I am going to state the position 
of the American party plainly and distinctly, not 
for the purpose of discussing it now, but in order 
that it may be discussed hereafter. I had the gen- 


tleman’s point in view at the time I put the ques- | 


tion to the honorable gentleman from Georgia, 
(Mr. Srernens,} whether or not, if a man pre- 


sents himself to him as a candidate for office, and | 


avows at the time that-he holds religious opin- 
ions inconsistent with the freedom and safety of 
the country, he would vote for such a man? I call 
the attention of the House and the country to the 
fact that he would not, on that question, give us 
even the glimmering light of a dark lantern; that 
he would not do so much as intimate his opinion, 
and that he was advised by his friends not to 
answer. 

Now, for the purpose of seeing what is the dif- 
ference between us on this question, and for the 
purpose of meeting it fairly, I again propound 
the question to the gentleman, or to any opponent 
of the American policy on this floor. If a can- 
didate for office, or a man in office, avows, or, of 
your own knowledge, without his avowal, you 


| know the fact, that he holds religious opinions 
| inconsistent with the freedom and safety of the 


country, would you vote forhim? Where iseven 
an intimation ef your opinion on that subject? 
Will anybody strike a light? {[Laughter.] Has 
nobody so much as a dark lantern in his hand to 
shed a little light on the subject? Tell me, will 
you vote for a man for office, or if a man be in 
office, will you keep him there, if he has religious 
opinions inconsistent with the freedom and safety 
of his country? Let the country know that to 
that question—a fair one, everybody will admit— 
there comes no answer. Gentlemen cannot an- 
swer that question; gentlemen are afraid. I do 
not mean in the sense of cowardice, but gentle- 
men are afraid to answer yes, and go before the 
country; they are afraid to answer it any way, 
because if they consider it at all, why then they 
yield the point that you may consider a man’s 
religious opinions in voting for him to fill an office 
under the Government, although not for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining whether he differs from you 
or not, for that, sir, 1 would spurn; much as I 
love this country, I would desert it and find a 
wilderness, if there be one to find, rather than 
live ina country that would put such a test as 
that tome. No, sir; my doctrine is the largest 
religious liberty. What,then,dowe mean? What 
is the extent to which we go? It is this, that we 


to be a high constitutional duty, to consider a 
man’s religious opinions only for the purpose of 
ascertaining if he holds any inconsistent with the 
freedom and safety of the country, and not for 
the purpose of ascertaining whether he agrees 
with or differs from us. That is the principle 
of our party, as declared in our platform. No 
other doctrine has ever been avowed or practiced 


upon, and upon that doctrine we challenge dis- | 


cussion at any proper time. 
I do not say this ina spirit of defiance, for that 


is not my habit or temper; I am rather timid than || 


otherwise; but I mean, that upon that principle 


| 


|| them. 


was willing to make some- || but to call the attention of the House to the re- || are for religious freedom—for the largest religious 
| freedom. i 
| into a man’s religious opinions is,as I have said, 


ry ' . . . 
The only sense in which we inquire 


for the purpose of ascertaining whether he holds 


| religious opinions inconsistent with the freedom 


and safety of the country; and if we find that he 
does hold such opinions, then we will vote against 
him. That is the position upon which we stand, 
and upon which we are willing to meet those who 
oppose us, 


Mr. CUMBACK. The question before the 


| House is, | understand, upon the motion to 


rescind the ten-minute rule. 
The CLERK. That is the question. 
Mr. CUMBACK. Well, not being able to see 


| the application of the remarks of the gentleman 





from Pennsylvania [Mr. FLrorence] or of other 
gentlemen to that question, 1 move to lay the 
motion on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLOWAY. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. KEITT obtained the floor. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would suggest to 
the gentleman from South Carolina, that there 


| being no question before the House, he can only 


proceed by unanimous consent. 


[Loud cries of 


| ** Hear him.””] 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 hope the gentleman 
from South Carolina will have the unanimous 
consent of the House to make his remarks. 
[Loud cries of ‘Agreed !’’ ‘*Agreed!’*] 

Mr. KEITT. Mr. Clerk, the gentleman from 
Alabama |Mr. Warxer}] has dragged me into this 
rambling discussion; and as [ will not allow an 
party,—and particularly the party with which [ 


| am coéperating,—even through implication, to be 


| wear no part 


wronged through me, I choose now to speak for 
myself. The gentleman quotes from a speech 
made by me last fall before a portion of my con- 
stituents, at Barnwell court-house. I will say, 
that [ advanced no opinion in that speech which 
Il wish now to retract, and made no statement 
which I am disposed to qualify. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Recock] is 
correct in saying that I do not technically belong 
to the Democratic party organization. Sir, 1 
collar, and never will wear one. 
I never will abdicate my individuality, or merge 
myself in any party, so as to commit self-abne- 
gation. I will support any measure which is 
just, wise, and constitutional, come it from what 
party it may; and I will resist any measure which 
is the opposite to these, however emblazoned it 
may be with party insignia, and however authen- 
ticated by the stamp of party council. [ am con- 


| tent, sir, to express here my own opinions, and 


speak for party. 


those of my constituents, which I may legitimately 
represent. I advise gentlemen to some modesty 
and cireumspection in uttering the oracles of 
party. A few years ago you had men who could 
You had men whose splendid 
intellects and lofty patriotism made parties. 
Parties were then based upon principles, and 


| their organization was the breath of these men. 


Now, men are the breath of parties. Now, parties 
make men; then, men made parties. But those 


| times are gone, and those great names are only 
| illuminated with historic glories. 


I repeat then, sir, that | cannot be quoted, as 
a member of the Democratic party, to show a 


| wantof harmony in its ranks, as | am not strictly 


in its organization. I will say, however, that lL 
have hitherto supported it upon this floor, and I 
expect to continue to do so. I have given it my 
support, and I shal! continue to give it my sup- 


| port, because it approaches much nearer to the 
not only feel ourselves at liberty, but we feel it | 


in the Republie. 


| itor not? 


| 
| 


true policy of the country and the ee of 
the Constitution than any other organized party 
It is the only party which, in 
circling round its mighty orbit, touches the poles 
of the Constitution. 

In the speech to which the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Waker] referred, | condemned 
the doctrine of ‘* squatter sovereignty.’”’ In my 
speech on the Nebraska bill, in 1854, on this 
floor, | condemned it. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Bococx] can say whether he approves 
Gentlemen from the North can sa 
how fared the discussion upon this bill wit 
I will not enlarge upon these points now; 


we stand, not under the shaded light of a dark || but as soon as the House organizes, I shall take 


ed ee ees 
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an early oceasion to present my views upon 
these various questions. 

Mr. BROOKS. Will my colleague allow me 
to ask him—and I do it in the way of a sugges- 
tion—if he does not approve of the principles of 
the resolution of the Democratic caucus, and of 
the President’s message ? 


Mr. KEITT. Ido most cordially. Ithank my | 


colleague for the inquiry, as it enables me to 


take up the glove so courteously thrown down | 


by the gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. 
Reape.}] I say to himthat,in my judgment, his 
party—that is, the American or Know Nothing 
party—is guilty of civil and religious persecution. 
This I will show. The Know Nothing party 
binds its members, I understand, to vote against 
all members of the Roman Catholic church. Is 
not this making a religious test? and are not reli- 
gious tests prohibited by the Constitution? Let 
us examine this, 

What is suffrage? It is a political contrivance 
to collect and express the public opinion and 
public will. Is the right of suffrage a natural or 
a conventional right? It is the latter, beyond a 
doubt. If so, from what do you get it? From 
your organic law. Now as you get it from your 
organic law, it is, of course, given with all the 
limitations and conditions imposed by the funda- 
mental law. What does that say? Why, that 
there shall be no religious test. The clause grant- 
ing suffrage, and the clause prohibiting religious 
tests, must be construed in accord with each other. 
‘Thus the organic law imposes a restriction upon 
the exercise of suffrage; and whoever makes 
religious tests violates that constitutional restraint. 

jut ithas been argued that the Know Nothing 

marty does not contemplate the enactment of a 
excluding Roman Catholics and naturalized 
foreigners from all offices. If this result is ac- 
complished through the agency of the ballot-box, 
will it not be as violative of the Constitution as 
if achieved through positive enactments? If, 
through an instrumentality put into your hands 
by the organic law, you accomplish the subver- 
sion of the latter, is it not as violative of all ob- 
ligation and duty as if you circumvented it by a 
positive statutory provision? ‘To give an exam- 
ple: The President of the United States is under 
the obligations of the Constitution, just as any 
voter is. If he were to declare that he would 
bestow office upon no one wito is a member of 
the Roman Catholic church, simply because he 
was a Catholic, would it not be making a reli- 

ious test? Clearly so. 


station according to the religious convictions of 
the candidate. ‘The same is true of naturalized 
foreigners; yet, in this instance, the cireumven- 
tion of the Constitution would be without any 
positive law. 

In answer to this view of the question, it has 
been said that the voter may vote as he pleases. 
Within the limitations imposed by the Constitu- 
tion, State and Federal, he may vote as he chooses; 
butif he votes over and against those limitations, 
he is guilty of legal or moral wrong. Though 
no specific penalties may have been defined, and 
no legal tribunal instituted to enforce them, yet 
the wrong is not the less clear and disastrous. 
‘This argument also implies an absolute and un- 
qualified right of property in suffrage. If this 
right exists, why cannot the vote be sold? It 
will be answered: because the law prohibits. 
Exactly so; but this proves that the right is a 
qualified one—that there are restrictions upon its 
exercise. ‘This is all l contend for. 1 contend 
that the right of suffrage is a political or qualified 
right; that it must be exercised in conformity to 
the limitations of the Constitution; and that the 
fundamental limitation is, that it shall not be so 
used as to make religious tests. Suffrage is a 
qualified political right, given to individuals in 
correlation to public duty, and the latter reacts 
upon the former. 
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does not believe both of these propositions, then 
he cannot shelter himself behind his implication. 
If there be any number of Roman Catholics in 
this country who are true to the Constitution 
and civil liberty, then the Roman Catholic re- 


|ligion does not make its votaries false to their 


civil duties and obligations, and their political 


proscription must be because of their religious 
|| faith. ‘Thus, in this event, the gentleman makes 


a religious test. Nor will he fare better on the 
other horn of the dilentma. If he alleges all 
Roman Catholics to be hostile to civil liberty be- 


cause of their religious creed, he pronounces | 


sentence against the Constitution, and takes 
issue with the sages and founders of the Repub- 
lic. The Constitution declares that there is no 
incompatibility between republicanism and the 
Roman Catholic religion; and the sages of the 
Republic believed that Catholics might be as 
loyal citizens as the followers of any other faith. 
If the gentleman believes this provision in the 
Constitution to be unwise, he should strive to 
amend it in the way provided in that instrument 
itself. While it exists,it is the law, and dis- 
obedience to it is the ** higher law.’’ 

I pass now, sir, from this branch of the in- 
quiry of my colleague. 
approve of the President’s message. 
prove of it, most emphatically. 


I do ap- 
Itis a bold, wise, 


He asks me, also, if I | 


and statesmanlike document, and should com- | 


mend itself to the sanction of the public judg- 
ment. 


In this connection, too, I will say, that | 


while I am opposed to the representation of my | 


State in the Democratic nominating convention 
at Cincinnati, if President Pierce is the nominee 
of the Democratic party, I will cheerfully and 
cordially support him, and I doubt not my State 
will do so. I think he has high claims upon the 
party; and in this I believe I but express the 


| judgment of the people of South Carolina. 


F How would this be so? || 
sy determining the qualifications for office and | 


At this point I may answer an inquiry put | 


by the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Reape.} He inquires, ‘if we would vote for 
any one hostile to civil liberty and the Constitu- 
tion?’ T answer him frankly, that I would not. 
But he does not put the question fully. Does he 


believe that every member of the Roman Cath- 


olie church is hostile to civil liberty and the Con- 
stitution? If so, does he believe them to be thus 


My object, Mr. Clerk, was to define my own 
»osition. I will add, however, that I believe the 


Jemocratic party is, to-day, purer, and truer to | 


the Constitution, than it has been for years. It 
has passed through fire and water, and many of 


its impurities have been consumed or washed | 


away. It hasthe smell of fire upon its garments, 
and while it moves on in the historic track of the 


founders of the Republic, Ishall bid it God speed! | 


Many of the halt, and lame, and blind have 


fallen by the way; had this fate overtaken all | 


such, it would have been better. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Camp- 


ee says that the Democratic party came into 
this Hall two years ago upon the crested wave 


of popular power; and he asks, where is it now? | 


le says it isa feeble and scanty band, clinging 
to its broken altars. Why feeble and scanty? 
Jecause it has been much more friendly to the 
South, and truer to the Constitution, than either 
of the other parties. Clinging, says the gentle- 
man, to its broken altars! Why, sir, to what 
else should it-cling? While Abolition fanaticism 
is sweeping over the free States, prostrating the 
guarantees of the Constitution, and tearing down 
the remaining pillars of our republican edifice, 
where should the Democratic party be, but within 
the sacred precincts, fighting down the foe? 
While the lust of northern domination and Free- 


or 


Soil propagandism is driving the chariot of sec- | 


tional power ever the remains of the Constitu- 
tion, to what should the Democratic party cling 
but to those altars, reared by the founders of the 
Republic? If it be true to the Constitution, and 
steadfast in the faith of the fathers, let it bind 
itself to the horns of the altar; and as the angel 
descended to rescue the son of the patriarch even 
from the uplifted knife, so may the genius of the 
land stoop down to rescue it from the gleaming 
dagger of the fusion cohorts, 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. The gentleman 


L GLOBE. 


| 
| 


_in such State so formed. And, sir, let mo 





from South Carolina [Mr. Kerrr] has said that | 
the Democratic party is sounder now than it has | 


ever been. This is unquestionably true, if the 


gentleman’s idea of soundness be correct. Ihave | 
no doubt that the true doctrine of the Democratic | 
party is—because the doctrine of the South will | 

the doctrine of the Democratic party—that it | 


is not competent for Congress, that it is not com- 


petent for the people of the Territories, that it is | 


not competent for both combined, to declare that 
slavery shall not exist within the Territories of 


. i the United States. 
hostile to them because of their religion? If he || 


The next doctrine of the Democratic party will 








Jan 
many ©, 
be—because it will be the doctrine proclaime 
the South, as, indeed, it is the doctrine sh 
part holds now—that the people of a Territory 
even when they come to form a State consyi,,’ 


; tity. 
tion, cannot declare that slavery shall not €Xist 


Say, 
that 
power, 


dby 


© in 


it is a little difficult to understand how jt js 
the people of a Territory may have the 
when Re come to form a State constitution t 
decide whether or not slavery shall exist, oa 
still not have such power in their legislatiy, 
capacity before that time. ¢- ; 

he next doctrine of the Democratic party yj) 
be, that it is incompetent for the States themselype 
under their respective constitutions, to exclude 
slavery, because that would be inconsistent wi) 


; ; N With 
the great doctrine of equality of rights. They 
will ask you whether the citizens of Maine may 


go into Massachusetts with what they claim 4s 
their property, and whether Massachusetts may 
at the same time, prohibit the citizens of th, 
South from coming into that State with thei 
property—that is, their slaves. 

But I did not rise to speak upon these matters 
at length. Gentlemen belonging to the national] 
American party have asserted the importance to 
themselves and the country, that they should 
state here where they stand, and what their views 
their doctrines, and their creeds are. If jt LC 
necessary that they should be understood at all, 
it is equally necessary that we should understand 
fully what they mean, and where they stand, 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Broow] 
took occasion to mention that he was opposed to 
an attempt to restore the Missouri compromise, 
because he did not believe it could be accow- 

lished. I desire to ask him, because I want to 
Sent the whole truth, whether, if the Presideyt 
and the Senate were favorable to the restoration 
of the Missouri compromise, he, and those with 
whom he acts in the House, would vote for that 

restoration? ° 
I desire an answer to that question. We db. 


| sire to know where he is, and we do not want 


any dodging upon the question. Would he vote 
for the restoration of the Missouri compromise, 
if he did not apprehend that it would meet with 
objection in the Senate, and at the other end of 
the avenue? I saw the gentleman [Mr. Broon} 
here but a moment ago, and I supposed he was 

resent. As he is not in his seat, I would now 
inquire of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Wurrney] what the Americans of his State would 
do in that contingency ? 

{Mr. Broom entered the Hall at this stage of 
Mr. Wasusurn’s remarks. } 

Mr. BROOM. I understand that the gentle- 
man from Maine has propounded a question to 
me—will he be good enough to repeat it? 

Mr. WASHBURN. The question which I pro- 
pounded to the honorable gentleman from Penn- 


| Sylvania is this: whether, if he understood that 


the Presidentand the Senate were favorable, ornot 
unfavorable, to a restoration of the Missouri com- 
promise, he would, in this House, vote to restore 
that compromise? 

Mr. BROOM. I state now, sir, what I stated 
on a former occasion, that I believe it was wrong 
to have disturbed the compromise effected in 1820; 
that had I been a member of the House when the 
Nebraska bill was passed, I should have voted 
against it, with the principles involved in it. And 
1 now say that, for the purpose of restoring tran- 
quillity to the people of this country, were ther 
a reasonable prospect of a restoration of that line, 
or of making any other compromise, I would most 
cheerfully give my assent and coéperation to tt. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Then I understand the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to say that, if he 
believed it were possible to restore the Missour 
compromise, he would vote for that measure: 

Mr. BROOM. No, sir; I say this—— 

Mr. WASHBURN, (interrupting.) Well, | 
wish him to answer that question categorically, 
whether or not he would vote for it, if he believed 
it could, by his voting for it, beeome a law? That 
is what I want to understand. Let the gentle 
man answer that question one way or the other. 


Mr. BROOM. I say that I would be willing 
to restore the Missouri line by compromise, b"' 
not by common law; because, in my judgments 
Congress has no power to pass such a law. 

Several Mempers. That is right. 

So the gentleman holds 


Mr. WASHBURN. 
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that. the Missouri compromise was unconstitu- | 


tional? I have further understood—and I desire 


to know the fact in relation to this matter, because | 


it is important to understand precisely the position 
of gentlemen here—from what I supposed to be 

ood authority, that the distinguished gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Futer,] who is a can- 
didate for Speaker, did, in that canvass of 1854, 











Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 8, Mar- 
shall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Parker, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quit- 
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ard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Heary Winter Davis, Etheridge, 
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that there should really be no necessity for say- 
ing a word about it. [Cries of ‘* Very wel]!” 
* Call the roll!’"}) But I do wish to say one 
word. I disclaim any intention or disposition 
of accusing that gentleman or any other member 
of this House of cheating. I only wanted to in- 
quire then how the mattcr stood. But if my 


ua er, | Eustis, Evans, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Ken- | friend [Mr. Brenton] had not been in such a 
er, take extreme anti-Nebraska ground, and address || nett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey || violent hurry to correct me, we could have learned 
to he people from the same stand with the Hon. || Marshall, Millward, Paine, Puryear, Reade, Ricaud, Rivers, immediately that the gentlemen (Mr. Ketsev] 
the p Tmot. Now I should like to k from || William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, of Wi, 5 a 
in David Wilmo yt cee ee ae ont || Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zollicatfer. a mie d off with Mr. Burnerrt, and not with 
ive . centleman from Fennsylivania whether or not | For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, | Vir. LALBOTT. 
a true? } Haven, Moore, and Scott. | di Mr. BRENTON, The gentleman will recollect 
vill Mr. HENRY M. FULLER. I declared the | had - Dont a Wena and Williams. that I put the statement of the fact upon my re- 
° : : . S—, . ecicr, *,° * 
es, other day that | was penn to all this agitation; || Kor Mr. Porter—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. membrance. I made no positive Statement, i 
ide put if the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Wasn- | Wena 2a et Cia vol |, do not wish the gentleman to implicate me in the 
ith porn] or other gentlemen have any graceful speech | er Seat coene we Cote ees remarks he is making. 
ey in preparation which they wish to send out to | Mr. BRENTON said: Before I cast my vote on Mr. FLORENCE. Certainly not. T have no 
ay the country to give themselves character and this ballot, Mr. Clerk, I desire to state that my || jntention of implicating anybody. I only said 
ag reputation, I have no objection to listen. I thought || Present inclination and determination is to look | that there was a misunderstarding somewhere in 
ay, I hi ard the gentleman answer, after the declara- | about me, and to ascertain w hether some other reference to the pairing off of Mr. Tatsorr, and 
the tion which I made here the other day, that that || gentleman may not be selected for whom I can || | wanted the matter to be set richt. 
leir was my political decease, and I was willing, sir, || vote with a prospect of final success, with a view Mr. SNEED, when the name of Mr. Reapy 
to rest quietly in the tomb until the day of my || the organization of this House. Iam satisfied was called, stated that his colleague was too un- 
erg resurrection. that, in making this announcement, | may oe well to be present in the House; that nothing 
nal The gentleman has inquired if I addressed a myself to the censure of some of my friends. Ut || but indisposition would have prevented him from 
to ublic meeting on the stand with the Hon. I wish to say this, that in the contest which has || poine here. 
uid Navid Wilmot. I can say to the gentleman, in || been going on for the last five weeks, we have The result of the vote was then announced as 
Ws, reply, that I did not, and that 1 have not seen been contending either for a person, a party, or a@ || above stated. 
} Is thatgentleman forthe last four years. [Laughter.] || Principle. If we have been fighting on the ground Mr. LETCHER. I move that the House do 
all, Mr. WASHBURN. I have been credibly in- of personal preference for the distinguished Sen- || now adjourn. 
and formed, Mr. Clerk, from what I supposed to be || tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxks,} no one Mr. CHAFFEE. I demand tellers upon the 
a treatweaety source, that it was true the gen- || Of the friends of that man ean charge me with a | motion, 
om] tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Futier] had ad- || Want of devotion to him personally. Or if we Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. W arson and 
d to dressed the people from the same stand with Mr. have been fighting for the purpose of establishing || py a, LAY were appointed, 
1 Wilmot. And 1 thought it due to that gentleman | 8nd carrying out a great principle, I take the one The CLERK then put the question, and the 
om- and to the House to inquire whether that state- || ground that, uniformly, from the time that the | tellers began to count. 
t to ment was true or not. But, Mr. Clerk, I do not || distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Camp- Mr. COVODE. I demand the yeas and nays. 
dent rise for the purpose of going into any discussion BELL | voluntarily withdrew his name, | have Mr. CLINGMAN. [submit that it is too late 
tion at this time, but merely for the purpose of offer- voted for the gentleman from Massachusetts, to call the yeasand nays. The House iadividine. 
with ing a resolution which is to stop all further dis- (Mr. Banns,] and have thereby shown my de- The CLERK. The Clerk will entertain the 
that cussion in the House until after its organization. |, Votlon to the principle involved in the contest. |) call, 
{Loud cries of ‘No, no!”] I propose now, || If we have been fighting for the purpose of Mr. RITCHIE. I demand tellers upon the 
» de- that from and after wad next—giving time | building up a party, my vote has shown my de- yeas and nays. 
want for debate to-day and Monday, if necessary— || Votion to that object. So that in either event I Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Watson and 
vote until the election of a Speaker shall be effected, || Would not be chargeable, in giving even the notice || p acuay were appointed. 
nise, no debate shall be in order. I now give, with a want of devotion to the prin- The question was taken, and the tellers re- 
with Mr. McCMULLIN. I move to lay that resolu- | ciples involved, a want of devotion to the party, ported thirty in the affirmative. 
d of tion on the table. or a disrespect or dislike to the distinguished (Cries of “Call the roll!’? ‘* Withdraw the 
oom] Mr. ORR, (at three o’clock, p. m.) I move || gentleman (Mr. Banks] for whom I have voted. || 1 ction 1”? 
om that the House do now adjourn. | _ I deem it justice to myself, without indicating ||“ \f-, LETCHER. Will the gentleman from 
now Several Mumpens called ihe the yeas and neva. | at cope wae sap et ae for ae Pennsylvania withdraw his call for the yeas and 
(Mr. Mr. OR ill the gentleman from Maine || May wumately be disposed to cast my vote, to avs. if I will withdraw my ‘adjour 
io » URK. the gentiemé n hain , a mi Be ; nays, if I will withdraw my motion to adjourn, 
ould (Mr. Wasusurn] withdraw his resolution until || state, that after the present ballot I shall, at least, | til another vote has been taken? a 
; the House shall take another ballot? || Cxereise my right as an individual, of casting Mr. COVODE. Yes, sir. 
ye ol Mr. WASHBURN. As it seems to be the || around and ascertaining, as far as I am able to do Mr. LETCHER. Very well; I withdraw the 
; | sm wish to have a vote for Speaker, I with- || 8° whether itis possible to make a selection of motion. 
ntle- raw my resolution. || another individual for whom [can vote with a Mr. BARCLAY. I renew the motion to ad- 
on to Mr. ORR. Then I withdraw my motion to || good prospect ~ success. I shall vote, therefore, journ. [Cries of ** No, no!’’ * Let us vote!’’ 
adjourn. {Loud cries of ** Call the roll 1?) | to-day for Mr. Banks, with the understanding— Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. Mr.Clerk, 
I pro- The House proceeded to vote the ninety-third || which I-now have with myself at least—that I || .. oucht to have a Speaker. I hope the gentle- 
Penn- time for Speaker, with the following result: Whole shall hereafter pursue the course indicated. I take sath will wathdeaw. hin. unation: an adjourn, and 
t > : : re rap . Ss c : ‘ . dt a 
L th number of votes cast, 219; necessary to a choice, | here upon myself the res ponsibility of making || allow us to eo to voting. [Loud cries of ‘With- 
or not 110; of which— || this announcement—and I wish ‘it to go out at dane”? - 
con Nathaniel P. Banks received..........+s2+eseee+-105 || this time to the members of the House and to the Mr. BARCLAY. Very well; I will withdraw 
store NUUIUE, SON WEIN <0 Cd voc cc scdccccuceQceces TE country—that I assume the position I have indi- if the House will go to voting 
Henry M. Puiler.....s cece seseteessecscsseeeceres 32 || catedon my own responsibility, and not in concert The H oe = ‘ded Byak wll he ninety-fourt! 
stated Alexander C. M. Pennington..........eeceeeeceees 6 |} with anybody. Nor is it to t? considered indic- 1e FLouse proceedec to vot the ninety-fourth 
aa, PN Te TM ncbncenas ecesvocsacsvecusisseceauns. 8, || ee” ee os ae =o time for Speaker, with the following result: Whole 
wrong John Williams...... 1 || ative of discontent among the friends of Mr. | ro met S10: nececeare tan chasse 
"180 GR peels oicrscunnt acres: ) 2, Ul Se a alae memsabitimend anvmebtedaan number of votes cast, 210; necessary to a choice, 
= ; Cees eas ercerecreccses cocees seceee | AS . es g yse e ys . ° 106; of which—— 
en the So there was no choice. || I vote for Mr. Bangs. Nathaniel P. Banks received 98 
* 4 The following is the vote in detail: || ae oats : we oe my coed Mr. William A. Richardson........ccceeeeee week o 
Ant / srk, | want to make a single personal explana- nry M. Fuller...... sects oftavndanscas cbacvdee 29 
<a, For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, | 4s ne On the 27th of la aia ; hl find xpl _ ae ae Penniaates 6 
al Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, || tion. Un the </th of last month f find there was Seeman tas /tnsi Dae etiee te atad aa a le 
He on, bufiington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, || & question raise 1 this ouse b 1e gentle- we Pe Obnet en ee Com ees aaees 
then Some Buff Burling J H. Campbell, | tion raised in this H by the gentle- || john Willams, , ete ONES 1 
it line, Comine campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, || man from Pennsylvania, (Mr. FLorence,] in || Gilchrist Porter ...ss.csccssrecsecersseceececeeeee I 
d most mins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Day, Dean, || : atone gi Pt SN S. Mills : . 
ct De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Flag- | relation to wm Bret. Sow I simply desire to say || Jolin 8. MiSOM ..+5s6sseeee seen eeneeeneeeeesecens 1 
( a im Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert & \| now, in answe r to the question then raised, that | So there was no choice. 
od the ua, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. || I paired off with Mr. Burnerrt, of Kentucky; that The following in the. vote in detail: 
“2 . v. » . i ~ > oe ° » , > > Me . 
, if he co Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, || | had no knowledge or information that Mr. , . 
‘gsourl Con i ma Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Me- || T,) s3or7 desired to pair off; and that the fears For Mr. Banks—-Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
oreo ‘arty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, j ? “oe e* || Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Brad- 
ure! Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, || expressed by gentlemen on that occasion, that || shaw, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis 
Richa Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, | there had been cheating round the board, were, || D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, 
Vell, | Sherman obbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, | so far as that remark may have been intended to || Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Day, Dean, 
“cally oan, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, l irel rith . De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Flag- 
oe 4 horington, Thurston, ‘odd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wake- ] apply to me, entirely without foundation. The ler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
elie Ms FW, Ww albridge, Waldron, Catlwalader C. Washburne, || ume for which I paired off with Mr. Borwertrt || Hail, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. 
> | het Wan = a Washburn, Watson, Welch, || expired last night. I see that he does not respond mess Lee ste ee ee ae Knight, Knowlton, 
gentie- rut, and Woodworth. to his name to-day; but the time having expired, || Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, MeCarty, Morgan, Mor- 
“other. R For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, I am at libert Zs vote . I t fi I M » || rill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Par- 
-illing Canniale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, y a vote tor ™T. || ker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 
ws a Willineater, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, || Banks. Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberfs, Robison, Sabin, 
se, DU amson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, 


Mr. FLORENCE. The history of this sub- | 
ject is so well known to the House—and the 
entleman from New York [Mr. Kersey] has |, 
ad the advantage of the Congressional Globe— || 


Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stran- 
ahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Tratton, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburnc, Eliihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 


ement, penver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Faulkner, 
> rence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Au- 
: tus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Her- 


holds ” on, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Giancy Jones, 
» hol 
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For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Alten, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williameon R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, 
Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Faulkner, | 
Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Au- 
gustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Her- 
bert, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, | 
Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 8. Mar- | 
chal, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Mill- | 
son, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitinan, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel 
A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, | 
‘T'aylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Winslow, and John V. 
Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Bay- 
ard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Eustis, 
Evans, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Kennett, 
Lake,Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, Paine, Porter, Puryear, 
Reade, Ricaud, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, 
Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Pennington—Mesars. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, | 
Haven, Moore, and Seott. 

For Mr. Orr—Messrs. Richardson and Williams. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Porter—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Millson—Mr. Etheridge. 


[Cries of ** Call the roll!’’} 

Mr. GOODE. I move that the House do now | 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
four o’clock) the House adjourned until Monday 
neXt, at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpar, January 7, 1356. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dray. | 

The Journal of Thursday last was read and | 
approved. 

PETITIONS, ETC. i 

Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of citi- 
zens of the United States, interested in the navi- | 

ation of Martha’s Vineyard and Long Island | 
Rociute: and the memorial of a committee of the | 
Boston Marine Society, both praying an appro- 

riation for the erection of a light-house on Block 
Sana which were referred to the Committee on | 
Commerce. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of Cath- 
arine Jacobs, widow of Francis Jacobs, a waiter | 
in the household of General Washington during 
the revolutionary war, praying for a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, the petition of John and Elizabeth Bel- 
linger, heirs of Frederick Bellinger, a revolu- | 
tionary soldier, praying for commutation pay; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

Also, additional documents in the case of Sam- 
uel Lockwood, late of the United States Navy, 
who was placed on the retired list by the action 
of the late naval board; which were referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a document in relation to the claim of | 
Nathan Cook, a revolutionary soldier, to a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, presented two petitions 
of citizens of lowa, praying for the cbhlighitdens 
of a new semi-weekly mail route from Monte- 
zuma to Pella, in that State; and also a new post 
office on that route, to be called Mill Grove; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Post Office | 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. BROWN presented the memorial of John | 
A. Ragan, proposing to put in execution a plan | 
discovered by him for preventing the overflow of 
the Mississippi river and its tributaries, on con- 
dition of a grant of every alternate section of the 
lands reclaimed from inundation; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented the petition of | 

lison Logan, mother of Henry J. Paul, late a | 
lieutenant in the Navy, who was drowned in the 
Gulf of Mexico in 1838, praying to be allowed a 
»ension; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Deasieeds. 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of Wil- | 
liam M. Armstrong, a commander in the Navy, 
who was placed on the reserved list by the de- 
cision of the late naval board, praying to be re- 
stored to his position on the Navy list; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 





Also, the petition of H. H. Rhodes, late a lieu- | 
tenant in the Navy, praying to be restored to his | 
rank in the service, from which he was dropped | 
under a decision of the late naval board; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 





E. January 7, 


Also, the petition of Joseph Myers, late a | same subject; which was referred to the Commi; 
commander in the Navy, who was placed on the || tee on Commerce. " 


| 


reserved list by a decision of the late naval | 
board, praying to be restored to his position on | 
the Navy list; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Naval Affairs. || which I submitted on the 11th of December, which 


Mr. FOOT submitted documents in relation 
to the claim of Lucinda Peters, wife of Barton | 
Peters, to a pension for the services of her father, 
Hezekiah Herendeen, a revolutionary soldier; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. COLLAMER presented the petition of 
Robert Graham, representing one of the heirs of | 
the late General Arthur St. Clair, praying to be | 
indemnified for sacrifices and losses incurred by | 
General St. Clair in discharging a debt contracted | 
by him for the use of the Government, while | 
acting as superintendent of Indian affairs in the | 
Northwest Territory; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of William Bingham, who 
was in the military service of the United States 
during the war of 1812, praying for a pension; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. | 

Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Marvin, praying for the confirmation of his 
title to certain lands in Florida, claimed under a | 
Spanish grant; which was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion by Mr. WADE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and accompanying papers of 
Polly Scott, praying to be allowed the bounty land and pay 
to which her son, Benjamin B. Scott, was entitled on ac- 
count of military services in Mexico, be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on | 
Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. ADAMS, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of David Gordon 


be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


On motion by Mr. BROWN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and accompanying papers of 
John H. Horne, praying that money illegally required of 
him by the Government in payment for land may be refunded 
with interest, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. BROWN, it was 


Ordered, That the documents in relation to the claim of 
Levi C. Harris for a pension on account of a wound re- 
ceived during the last war with Great Britain, be witndrawn 
from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, it was 

_Ordered, That the petition and papers of Anthony Ran- 
kin be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred | 
to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 
Ordered, That the heirs of Richard B. Mason have leave | 


| 
| 
| 





to withdraw their petition and papers. 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of citizens of | 
Sedgwick and Brooklin, Maine, praying that fishing bounty | 
may be allowed in the case of the schooner Umion, be | 
withdrawn fromthe files of the Senate, and referred to the | 
Committee on Commerce, | 


On motion by Mr. MALLORY, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial and accompanying papers of 
Oscar F. Johnston, a passed midshipman in the United 
States Navy, praying for the difference between the com- | 
pensation of a midshipman and a passed midshipman, from | 
the date of his promotion to the date of his warrant, be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the | 
Committee on Naval Affairs. . 

COLONEL MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. BROWN presented the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, | 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- | 
quested to communicate to the Senate the proceedings of 
the court martial in the case of Colonel Montgomery, of | 
the United States Army. | 

CIRCUIT COURT IN FLORIDA. 
. - . ' 

Mr. MALLORY presented the following reso- | 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- | 
sent, and agreed to: | 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire and report as to the expedieney of pro- 

i 
1 
\ 


viding for appeals and wnits of error trom the district courts 
of the United States in Florida to a circuit court. 
APPALACHICOLA MARINE HOSPITAL. 
Mr. MALLORY presented the following reso- | 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 


to inquire into the expediency of establishing a marine hos- 
pital at Appalachicola, in the State of Florida. 


Mr. MALLORY submitted a document on the | 





INITIATION OF APPROPRIATION BILLs, 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution 


is in these terms: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be dire 
inquire into the expediency of reporting the appropriation 
bills for the support of the Government, or Adopting Other 
measures, With a view of obtaining more speedy action on 
said bills. . 

The motion to proceed to the consideration of 
the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, I beg leays 
to submit a few suggestions and considerations 
very briefly, in support of this resolution. Ty 
evils which it is intended to remedy are well know) 
at the seat of the Government, but they may not 
be so well known throughout the country, | 
allude to the protracted sessions, and especial] 
to the night sessions, during which the appropria. 
tion bills are usually considered, and some forty 
or fifty millions of dollars are voted away; ani 
voted, too, during the absence of the best and 
most experienced Senators, who, in consequence 
of physical exhaustion, are not able to remain jn 
the Senate Chamber to the midnight hours. |; 
is desirable to prevent midnight sessions, also, 
because it is known that scenes sometimes occur 
in those night sessions which a sense of delicacy 
prevents me from describing. I may, however, 
say with great truth, that if, at such times, Con- 
gress is not in possession of the jobbers, both 
Houses are at least besieged by them. Whatis 
the cause of this? I undertake to say that itis 
| in consequence of the delay on the part of the 
| House of Representatives in considering and 
sending to us the appropriation bills. An allega- 
tion of this kind should at once be followed by 
the proof; and this I am ready to offer. 

I have looked into the history of legislation 
with considerable care, and have prepared a state. 
ment which exhibits the general fact that, during 
a long session, the House of Representatives 
retains the principal appropriation bills—to wit: 
the civil and diplomatic, the Army, and the Navy 
appropriation bills, (which together provide for 
the expenditure of about forty millions of dollars,) 
—for generally two hundred days, and leaves the 
Senate about ten days to consider them. I have 
prepared a statement, showing the days on which 
the principal appropriation bills for the support 
of the Government were received in the Senate 
from the House of Representatives, the number 
of days of each session expended by the House 
before maturing and passing each bill, the num- 
ber of remaining days of the session left to the 
Senate for its action upon each bill, the whole 
number of days in each session, with the periods 
of adjournment. This table begins in 1842, and 
concludes at the close of the last session in 1850. 

I desire to call particular attention to what ap- 
paws upon the table from 1850 to the close of the 
ast session—a period of five years, during which 
the evil has assumed an alarming magnitude. In 
1850, the House of Representatives took two 
hundred and sixty-nine days to consider the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill, and the Senat: 
had thirty-three days left for its consideration 
and disposition. In the same year, the Senate 
| had but four days to consider the Army appro- 
| priation bill, and six days for the naval appro- 
priation bill. In 1851, the House of Represent 
tives took eighty-seven days to consider the civil 
and diplomatic bill, and five days remained for 
the Senate to act upon it. At the same session, 
but three days were left to the Senate for the 
consideration of the Army, and a part of the last 
day for the consideration of the Navy aeerees 
| tion bill. Im 1852 the House consumed two hun- 
| dred and fifty-six days before sending us the civil 
_and diplomatic appropriation bill, and but nine 
teen days of the session remained for its consid- 
' 


cted to 








eration in this body. At the same session but 
fifteen daysof our time remained when we received 
the Army appropriation bill, and but ten days 
when the Navy appropriations were transmutte 
to us. In 1853, seventy-eight days of the ses: 
sion passed away before we received the civil a0 
_diplomaticbill, and but ten days remained. 
' the same session we had only three days for the 
consideration of the Navy, and nineteen days ” 
the consideration of the Army, appropriation bil 








